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This  document  is  the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (FEIS)  for 
wilderness  designations  in  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management's  (BLM)  Yuma 
District,  in  Arizona  and  California.  It  analyzes  the  suitability  of  22 
wilderness  study  areas,  totaling  393,225  acres,  for  preservation  as  wilderness. 

This  FEIS  satisfies  the  requirement  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  (FLPMA)  that  directs  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  study  public  lands 
with  wilderness  characteristics  for  possible  inclusion  into  the  National 
Wilderness  Preservation  System.  Since  1978,  BLM  has  been  studying  the  public 
lands  and  asking  for  comments  from  land  users. 

This  FEIS  presents  my  recommendations  for  the  22  Yuma  District  wilderness 
study  areas.  It  is  not,  however,  a  decision  document.   From  here,  the  FEIS 
will  go  to  the  Director  of  the  BLM  in  Washington  and  then  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  along  with  minerals  information  about  the  areas  that  are 
recommended  for  designation.  The  minerals  data  have  been  gathered  and 
analyzed  by  the  Bureau  of  Mines  and  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey.  The  Secretary 
will  review  the  FEIS  and  the  minerals  reports  and  then  make  recommendations  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States  by  1991.  The  President  will  in  turn 
forward  recommendations  to  Congress  where  the  final  decisions  about  wilderness 
designation  will  be  made.  Only  Congress  can  decide  which  lands  are  to  be 
wilderness. 

On  behalf  of  BLM,  thank  you  for  the  time  and  effort  you  took  to  participate  in 
this  study.  Bureau  specialists  and  managers  have  carefully  read  and  listened 
to  all  of  the  comments  and  in  some  cases  have  modified  our  recommendations 
based  on  these  comments.  We  appreciate  your  participation. 

Sincerely, 


D.   Dean   Bibles 
State  Director 
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SUMMARY 


SUMMARY 


PURPOSE  AND  NEED 


ALTERNATIVES 


The  BLM  is  under  congressional  mandate  to 
review  the  public  lands  for  roadless  areas  of  5,000 
acres  or  more  that  have  wilderness  character,  and 
by  1991  to  recommend  to  the  President  the  suit- 
ability of  such  areas  for  preservation  as  wilder- 
ness. This  environmental  impact  statement  (EIS) 
assesses  the  environmental  consequences  of 
managing  as  wilderness  the  22  wilderness  study 
areas  (WSAs)  in  BLM's  Yuma  District.  The  district 
lies  in  western  Arizona,  in  La  Paz,  Mohave  and 
Yuma  Counties  and  southeastern  California  in 
Imperial,  Riverside  and  San  Bernardino  Counties. 
The  district  includes  the  Havasu  and  Yuma 
Resource  Areas. 

The  Yuma  District  wilderness  review  includes 
the  following  steps: 

•  an  inventory  phase  in  which  roadless  areas 
were  evaluated  for  size,  naturalness  and  out- 
standing opportunities  for  solitude  or  primi- 
tive recreation 

•  a  study  phase  in  which  WSAs  suitable  for  wil- 
derness designation  were  determined  and 

•  a  reporting  phase  in  which  suitability  recom- 
mendations are  forwarded  to  Congress 
through  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the 
President. 


The  alternatives  assessed  in  this  EIS  include: 
(1)  The  No  Wilderness/No  Action  alternative  for 
each  WSA;  (2)  the  All  Wilderness  alternative  for 
each  WSA;  (3)  Partial  Wilderness  alternatives  for 
ten  WSAs;  and  (4)  Enhanced  Wilderness  alterna- 
tives for  two  WSAs. 

The  Proposed  Action  was  developed  after 
BLM's  review  of  public  scoping  comments,  inven- 
tory data,  management  concerns  and  proposed 
management  actions  for  each  WSA.  The  Pro- 
posed Action  recommends  as  suitable  for  wilder- 
ness designation  all  or  portions  of  1 1  WSAs  total- 
ling 198,765  acres.  The  remaining  194,460  acres 
in  WSAs  would  be  recommended  as  nonsuitable 
for  wilderness. 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
CONSEQUENCES 

BLM  has  identified  issues  for  resources  that 
would  be  impacted  by  either  wilderness  des- 
ignation or  nondesignation.  In  the  EIS,  the  follow- 
ing resources  have  been  identified  as  being 
impacted. 


SCOPING  (ISSUE 
IDENTIFICATION) 

To  help  identify  and  summarize  significant 
issues  related  to  wilderness  management,  BLM 
held  a  series  of  public  meetings  to  identify  public 
concerns  and  evaluated  public  comments 
received  during  the  wilderness  inventory  phase 
and  during  the  comment  period  on  the  draft  Yuma 
District  Resource  Management  Plan.  BLM  special- 
ists also  applied  their  professional  judgment  in 
analyzing  issues.  The  issue  identification  process 
identified  the  significant  wilderness  related  issues 
addressed  in  this  EIS. 


Wilderness  Values 

Wilderness  designation  would  ensure  the  con- 
tinued preservation  and  enhancement  of  wilder- 
ness values  because  designation  would  preclude 
some  mining  and  all  other  types  of  development. 
Nondesignation  would  result  in  the  impairment  of 
some  wilderness  values  because  varying  levels  of 
development  would  be  allowed  in  those  WSAs  not 
designated. 


Mineral  Development 

Wilderness  designation  would  cause  adverse 
impacts  to  mineral  exploration  and  development. 
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SUMMARY 


Mining  restrictions  in  designated  areas  would 
impose  strict  regulations  on  exploration  for  and 
development  of  federally-owned  mineral  re- 
sources. Thus,  in  many  of  the  WSAs,  some  min- 
eral development  would  be  forgone.  Except  for 
reclamation  withdrawals,  all  lands  containing 
federally-owned  minerals  in  WSAs  not  desig- 
nated wilderness  would  remain  open  for  mineral 
exploration  and  development  under  the  general 
mining  laws  and  regulations. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


habitat  by  reducing  surface-disturbing  activities 
and  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  in  those 
habitats. 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

Wilderness  designation  would  generally  pro- 
tect special  status  wildlife  species  from  long-term 
habitat  losses  that  could  result  from  surface- 
disturbing  activities  and  motorized  recreation 
use. 


Wilderness  designation  would  eliminate  motor- 
ized recreation  activities,  affecting  the  availability 
of  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use,  and 
shifting  motorized  recreation  users  to  adjacent 
public  lands. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 


Wild  Burro  Management 

Wilderness  designation  would  generally  ex- 
clude burro  capture  efforts  using  motorized  equip- 
ment from  designated  wilderness.  These  restric- 
tions would  modify  capture  methods  but  not 
greatly  increase  costs  in  the  Trigo  Mountains 
WSA,  where  captures  occur  within  the  unit. 


Elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use  and 
other  activities  that  require  motorized  equipment 
within  designated  wilderness  areas  would  protect 
opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use. 


Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  would  generally  benefit 
cultural  resources  in  the  WSAs  by  preventing  vehi- 
cle use  and  certain  surface  disturbing  activities. 


Special  Status  Plants 

Wilderness  designation  would  generally  pro- 
tect special  status  plant  habitat  from  long-term 
habitat  losses  that  could  result  from  surface- 
disturbing  activities  and  motorized  recreation 
use. 


Utility  Corridors 


Native  American  Values 

Wilderness  designation  would  generally  benefit 
Native  American  values  at  traditional  sites  and 
areas  in  the  WSAs  by  restricting  activities  which 
would  impair  these  sites  and  areas. 


Crucial  Wildlife  and  Riparian 
Habitats 

Wilderness  designation  would  generally  pro- 
tect crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  and  riparian 


Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  new  util- 
ity developments  in  corridors  that  overlap  desig- 
nated areas. 


Land  Exchanges 

Wilderness    designation    would    prevent   the 
exchange  of  public  lands  within  designated  areas. 


Uses  of  Withdrawn  Land 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  quarry  operations  on  Reclama- 
tion-withdrawn lands. 
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CHAPTER  1 


PURPOSE  AND  NEED 


INTRODUCTION 

The  Yuma  District  Wilderness  Environmental 
/mpacf  Sfafemenf  (EIS)  examinestheenvironmen- 
tal  consequences  (impacts)  that  would  occur  to 
the  resources  and  uses  of  22  wilderness  study 
areas  (WSAs)  in  the  Yuma  District  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  (BLM)  under  two  or  more 
wilderness  management  alternatives.  The  docu- 
ment also  describes  in  detail  the  resources  pre- 
sent in  each  of  the  22  WSAs  (Table  1-1). 

This  Yuma  District  Wilderness  EIS  contains  pre- 
liminary recommendations  about  the  suitability  of 
all  or  portions  of  each  of  the  22  WSAs  for  inclusion 
into  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System 
(NWPS).  Only  Congress  can  designate  an  area  as 
wilderness.  Congress  has  further  retained  the 
right  to  release  the  603  areas  from  the  wilderness 
review  process,  whereas  the  202  study  areas  not 
recommended  for  wilderness  designation  may  be 
returned  to  other  forms  of  management  after  the 
final  EIS  is  filed  and  released  to  the  public.  (The 
numbers  603  and  202  reference  sections  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1 976 
(FLPMA)  as  discussed  in  the  following  section.) 


PURPOSE  AND  NEED  FOR 
ACTION 

This  wilderness  EIS  was  prepared  to  analyze 
the  effects  of  designation  or  nondesignation  as 
wilderness  on  393,225  acres  of  public  land  in  22 
wilderness  study  areas  (WSAs).  In  compliance 
with  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(NEPA),  this  EIS  fully  analyzes  the  environmental 
effects  of  implementing  wilderness  management 
alternatives  for  each  WSA. 

The  EIS  responds  to  Sections  603(a)  and  202 
of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act 
of  1 976  (FLPMA).  These  sections  of  FLPMA  made 
wilderness  preservation  one  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management's  (BLM)  multiple  use  man- 
dates and  made  the  preservation  of  wilderness 
values  one  of  the  resources  BLM  considers  in 


multiple  use  planning.  FLPMA  directed  the  BLM 
to  inventory,  study  and  then  report  to  Congress 
—through  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the 
President— those  public  lands  suitable  for  inclu- 
sion in  the  NWPS.  FLPMA  requires  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  report  wilderness  recommenda- 
tions to  the  President  by  October  21,  1991 
(FLPMA,  Section  603(a)).  The  President  must 
report  final  recommendations  to  Congress  within 
two  years  (October  21,  1993).  Congress  has  no 
time  limit  for  acting  upon  the  President's  recom- 
mendations. Seventeen  of  the  WSAs  are  being 
evaluated  under  the  requirements  of  Section 
603(a)  of  FLPMA.  Section  202  of  FLPMA  also  pro- 
vided the  BLM  with  an  opportunity  to  evaluate 
other  areas  for  wilderness  quality  which  were  not 
mandated  underSection  603.  The  BLM  underSec- 
tion  202  of  FLPMA  has  chosen  to  study  another 
five  areas  as  listed  on  Table  1-1.  Thus,  a  total  of 
22  WSAs  are  included  in  this  document. 

The  acreages  listed  for  the  22  WSAs  (as  well  as 
all  subsequent  acreages  in  the  analysis)  are  esti- 
mates. They  are  derived  from  the  wilderness  inven- 
tory reports  for  the  areas.  Exact  measurements  of 
acreages  within  the  WSAs  (which  may  differ  from, 
the  estimates)  will  be  included  in  the  wilderness 
study  reports  that  BLM  forwards  to  Congress. 

The  Proposed  Action  represents  BLM's  prelim- 
inary recommendations  for  these  22  WSAs.  These 
recommendations  are  subject  to  change  during 
public  and  administrative  review  of  this  docu- 
ment. 


SCOPING  (ISSUE 
IDENTIFICATION) 

Scoping  served  to  identify  the  significant  envi- 
ronmental issues  to  be  analyzed  in  this  EIS  and 
eliminated  insignificant  issues  from  detailed 
study.  The  significant  environmental  issues  have 
been  incorporated  into  a  range  of  alternatives  for 
each  WSA,  and  the  impacts  of  implementing  such 
alternatives  are  analyzed  in  this  EIS.  A  description 
of  all  phases  of  the  scoping  process  is  in  Chapter 
5  (Consultation  and  Coordination). 


PURPOSE  AND  NEED 


TABLE  1-1 
WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREAS 


WSAs 

Unit  Numbers 

Acreage 

Dead  Mountains 

Northern  Addition 

AZ-050-01 

1,815 

Dead  Mountains 

Southern  Addition 

AZ-050-02 

630 

Chemehuevi  Mountains 

Addition 

AZ-050-03 

195 

Chemehuevi/Needles 

Addition 

AZ-050-04 

960 

Needles  Eastern 

Addition1 

AZ-050-05B 

465 

Crossman  Peak 

AZ-050-07B 

38,630 

Mohave  Wash 

AZ-050-07C/ 

48/020-52 

103,365 

Whipple  Mountains 

Addition 

AZ-050-10 

1,380 

Gibraltar  Mountain 

AZ-050-12 

25,260 

Planet  Peak 

AZ-050-13 

17,645 

Cactus  Plain 

AZ-050-14A/B 

70,360 

Swansea 

AZ-050-15A 

41,690 

East  Cactus  Plain 

AZ-050-17 

13,735 

Big  Maria  Mountains 

Northern  Addition 

AZ-050-18 

415 

Big  Maria  Mountains 

Southern  Addition 

AZ-050-19 

1,420 

South  Trigo  Mountains1 

AZ-050-23A 

4,500 

Trigo  Mountains 

AZ-050-23B 

36,870 

Kofa  Unit  3 

Southern  Addition1 

AZ-050-31 

3,400 

Kofa  Unit  4 

Northern  Addition1 

AZ-050-33 

1,900 

Kofa  Unit  4 

Southern  Addition1 

AZ-050-34 

11,220 

Little  Picacho 

Peak  Addition 

AZ-050-35 

2,915 

Muggins  Mountains 

AZ-050-53A 

14,455 

Total  Acreage 

393,225 

Source:    Yuma  District  Files 

1  These  WSAs  are  being  studied  under  Section  202  of 
the  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976. 


ENVIRONMENTAL  ISSUE 
IDENTIFICATION 

BLM's  EIS  team  used  the  scoping  process  to 
identify  and  address  public  and  management  con- 
cerns associated  with  the  WSAs  considered  for 
wilderness  designation.  The  team  then  defined 
which  concerns  were  significant  and  would  be 
analyzed  in  the  EIS.  Table  1-2  lists  the  issues 
which  were  identified  as  significant  and  which 
issues  pertain  to  which  wilderness  study  areas. 
They  are: 


Effects  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude, 
primitive  recreation  and  various  special  values 
could  benefit  from  wilderness  designation.  The 
same  values  may  be  adversely  affected  by  uses 
and  actions  that  would  occur  should  the  WSAs 
not  be  designated  wilderness.  The  impacts  of  wil- 
derness designation  and  nondesignation  on  wil- 
derness values  are  an  issue  for  analysis  in  all  22 
WSAs. 


Effects  on  Mineral  Development 

Wilderness  designation  would  affect  the  devel- 
opment of  federally-owned  mineral  resources  by 
eliminating  designated  lands  from  mineral  entry 
and  prohibiting  mineral  leasing  and  disposal  of 
mineral  materials. 

Most  of  the  mineral  estate  on  lands  within  the 
Yuma  District  WSAs  is  federally-owned.  If  these 
lands  are  included  in  designated  wilderness 
areas,  mineral  exploration  and  development  activ- 
ities would  be  precluded  by  wilderness  manage- 
ment restrictions,  although  mineral  rights  valid 
upon  wilderness  designation  would  be  allowed  to 
be  exercised. 

In  some  of  the  WSAs  (including  Crossman 
Peak,  Mohave  Wash,  Gibraltar  Mountain,  Planet 
Peak  and  Swansea),  inholdings  of  privately- 
owned  mineral  estate  are  present.  No  restrictions 
on  mineral  exploration  or  development  activities 
would  apply  to  these  lands  if  they  are  included  in 
designated  wilderness  areas. 

Lands  with  potential  for  mineral  development 
are  present  in  13  Yuma  District  WSAs.  However, 
mineral  development  on  some  of  these  lands 
would  not  be  affected  by  wilderness  designation 
because  the  lands  are  already  under  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  withdrawal. 

Since  all  of  the  lands  within  the  Whipple  Moun- 
tains Addition  WSA  are  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
withdrawn,  the  effects  of  wilderness  designation 
on  mineral  development  are  not  an  issue  in  this 
area.  (BLM  estimates  that  two  mines  would  be 
developed  in  this  area  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights,  however.) 

The  effects  of  wilderness  designation  on  the 
development  of  undiscovered  and  discovered  min- 
eral resources  are  an  issue  in  the  remaining  12 
WSAs  with  potential  for  mineral  development. 
Five  of  these  WSAs  (Mohave  Wash,  Gibraltar 
Mountain,  Trigo  Mountains,  Little  Picacho  Peak 
Addition  and  Muggins  Mountains)  contain  some 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawn  land. 


TABLE  1-2 
ENVIRONMENTAL  ISSUES  ASSOCIATED  WITH  WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREAS 


WSAs 


Native 
Wilderness       Mineral        Motorized  Nonmotorized     Cultural    American 
Values      Development  Recreation     Recreation     Resources     Values 


Crucial      Special 
Wildlife  and   Status  Wild         Special 

Riparian     Wildlife         Burro         Status 
Habitats     Species  Management   Plants 


Utility 
Corridors  Exchanges  Withdrawal 


Dead  Mountains 

Northern  Addition 
Dead  Mountains 

Southern  Addition 
Chemehuevi  Mountains 

Addition 
Chemehuevi/Needles 

Addition 
Needles  Eastern 

Addition 
Crossman  Peak 
Mohave  Wash 
Whipple  Mountains 
O1  Addition 

Gibraltar  Mountain 

Planet  Peak 

Cactus  Plain 

Swansea 

East  Cactus  Plain 

Big  Maria  Mountains 

Northern  Addition 
Big  Maria  Mountains 

Southern  Addition 
South  Trigo 

Mountains 
Trigo  Mountains 
KofaUnit3 

Southern  Addition 
KofaUnit4 

Northern  Addition 
KofaUnit4 

Southern  Addition 
Little  Picacho  Peak 

Addition 
Muggins  Mountains 


X 
X 
X 

X 

X 
X 
X 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

X 

X 

X 
X 

X 

X 
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X 

X 
X 
X 
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X 
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Total  Units  Affected  By  Issue         22 
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X 

12 


X 
X 


X 
X 
X 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 


X 
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

10 


X 

X 

X 

X 

X 
X 
X 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

X 

X 

X 
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 
X 


X 
X 
X 


X 

X 
X 

X 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 


X 
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 
X 


X 
X 
X 


X 
X 
X 

X 
X 
X 


X 
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 
X 

14 


X 
X 

X 


X 
X 

X 

X 
X 
X 
X 


X 
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 
X 

18 


■g 
c 

o 
en 

m 


m 

m 


Source:     Yuma  District  Files 


PURPOSE  AND  NEED 


Effects  on  Motorized  Recreat 
Use 


Wilderness  designation  would  eliminate  the  use 
of  motorized  vehicles  and  other  mechanical  trans- 
port, including  trail  and  mountain  bikes,  in  desig- 
nated areas.  Eliminating  this  use  would  affect 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  and  would 
shift  to  adjacent  lands  the  motorized  use  now  in 
the  WSAs. 

Opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  are 
not  present  in  four  WSAs.  In  the  Chemehuevi 
Mountains  Addition,  Chemehuevi/Needles  Addi- 
tion and  East  Cactus  Plain  WSAs  (in  which  ORV 
use  is  presently  limited  to  existing  roads  and 
trails),  no  vehicle  ways  are  present.  In  the  Big 
Maria  Mountains  WSA  (in  which  ORV  use  is  pres- 
ently limited  to  designated  roads  and  trails),  none 
of  the  vehicle  ways  is  designated  as  open  to  vehi- 
cles. 

Opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  are 
present  in  the  remaining  18  WSAs.  In  all  of  these 
areas,  the  effects  of  wilderness  designation  on  mo- 
torized recreational  use  are  an  issue. 


Effects  on  Nonmotorized 
Recreation  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  protect  nonmot- 
orized recreation  opportunities.  In  those  WSAs 
designated  as  wilderness,  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  is  expected  to  increase.  The  effects  of 
wilderness  designation  on  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  are  an  issue  in  all  22  WSAs. 


Effects  on  Cultural  Resources 

Certain  cultural  sites  in  the  WSAs  are  consid- 
ered eligible  for  listing  on  the  National  Register 
of  Historic  Places.  Wilderness  designation  would 
close  the  areas  to  motorized  vehicle  use,  thus  pro- 
tecting the  sites  from  vehicle-related  damage.  It 
would  also  preclude  damage  from  certain  surface- 
disturbing  activities. 

Cultural  sites  in  the  WSAs  that  are  considered 
eligible  for  National  Register  listing  include 
known  and  predicted  sites  that  may  meet  National 
Register  criteria  (see  Glossary).  These  sites  are 
likely  present  in  all  of  the  WSAs. 

In  two  WSAs  (Chemehuevi/Needles  Addition 
and  Big  Maria  Mountains  Southern  Addition),  the 
potential  for  damage  to  cultural  resources  from 
either  vehicle-related  activities  or  surface- 
disturbing  activities  is  not  present.  There  is  no 


vehicle  access  within  these  areas,  and  surface- 
disturbing  activities  are  precluded  by  existing 
management  prescriptions.  Consequently,  the 
effects  of  wilderness  designation  on  eligible  cul- 
tural resource  sites  are  not  an  issue  in  these  areas. 

The  effects  of  wilderness  designation  on  eligi- 
ble cultural  resource  sites  are  an  issue  in  the 
remaining  20  WSAs. 


Effects  on  Native  American 
Values 

Wilderness  designation  would  protect  Native 
American  values  at  traditional  sites  and  areas  by 
restricting  activities  which  would  impair  these 
sites  and  areas. 

Native  American  values  are  distinguished  from 
other  cultural  resource  values  in  that  they  are 
often  attached  to  sites  or  areas  with  no  artifacts 
or  feature  remains.  (See  definition  of  Native  Amer- 
ican Values  in  Glossary.) 

Native  American  traditional  sites  and  areas  are 
either  entirely  or  partially  included  in  eight  WSAs. 
However,  in  four  of  these  WSAs  (Dead  Mountains 
Northern  Addition,  Dead  Mountains  Southern 
Addition,  Chemehuevi  Mountains  Addition  and 
Chemehuevi/Needles  Addition),  only  marginal 
portions  of  the  traditional  areas  are  included.  (See 
Chapter  3.)  Since  it  is  unlikely  that  Native  Amer- 
ican traditional  values  extend  into  these  WSAs, 
their  designation  as  wilderness  would  not  affect 
Native  American  traditional  values. 

Because  of  present  management  prescriptions, 
Native  American  traditional  sites  in  the  Big  Maria 
Mountains  Southern  Addition  WSA  would  not 
receive  any  additional  protection  from  wilderness 
designation. 

The  effects  of  wilderness  designation  on  Native 
American  traditional  sites  and  areas  are  an  issue 
in  the  remaining  three  WSAs  that  contain  these 
sites  and  areas. 


Effects  on  Crucial  Wildlife  and 
Riparian  Habitats 

Wilderness  designation  would  protect  riparian, 
desert  tortoise  and  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitats 
by  reducing  surface-disturbing  activitiesand  elim- 
inating motorized  recreation  use  in  those  habi- 
tats. 

Riparian  habitat  is  present  only  in  the  Swansea 
WSA,  while  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  is 
known  to  occur  in  15  of  the  WSAs.  The  extent  of 
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desert  tortoise  habitat  within  the  WSAs  is  not  pres- 
ently known. 

Because  of  present  management  prescriptions, 
crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  in  the  Big  Maria 
Mountains  Southern  Addition  WSA  would  not 
receive  additional  protection  from  wilderness  des- 
ignation. 

The  effects  of  wilderness  designation  on  ripar- 
ian and  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitats  are  an 
issue  in  the  remaining  14  WSAs  that  are  known 
to  contain  these  habitats. 


Effects  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  would  benefit  special 
status  wildlife  species  by  precluding  surface- 
disturbing  activities  and  motorized  recreation  use 
in  their  habitats. 

Special  status  wildlife  species  within  the  WSAs 
consist  of  federally  listed  endangered  species, 
candidate  species  for  federal  listing  as  threatened 
or  endangered,  and  species  that  are  listed  by  Ari- 
zona and  California  as  rare,  threatened  and  endan- 
gered. In  the  case  of  the  state-listed  species,  the 
"special  status"  classification  applies  only  to 
areas  in  the  states  in  which  they  are  listed. 
Twenty-two  special  status  species  are  found  in 
Yuma  District  WSAs  (see  Table  3-1). 

Some  of  the  special  status  wildlife  species  in  the 
WSAs  would  not  be  affected  by  wilderness  desig- 
nation. These  species  include:  Yuma  puma 
(which  ranges  over  an  area  considerably  larger 
than  the  WSAs  in  which  it  could  be  found);  Coop- 
er's hawk,  Ferruginous  hawk,  Harris  hawk,  north- 
ern harrier,  sharp-shinned  hawk  and  Swainson's 
hawk  (all  of  which  nest  in  riparian  areas  and  use 
adjacent  WSAs  only  for  hunting);  merlin  (a 
migrant);  and  prairie  falcon  and  white-faced  ibis 
(both  tolerant  of  human  activity). 

The  effects  of  wilderness  designation  on  desert 
bighorn  sheep  are  considered  as  part  of  the  Ef- 
fects on  Crucial  Wildlife  and  Riparian  Habitats 
issue.1 

Special  status  species  within  the  Chemehuevi/ 
Needles  Addition,  East  Cactus  Plain  and  Big 
Maria  Mountains  Southern  Addition  WSAs  would 
not  benefit  from  wilderness  designation,  as  the 
potential  for  activities  that  would  disturb  the  spe- 
cies is  not  present  in  these  areas. 


Since  the  desert  bighorn  sheep  is  the  only  spe- 
cial status  wildlife  species  within  the  Needles  East- 
ern Addition  WSA,  the  issue  does  not  apply  to  this 
WSA. 

All  other  special  status  species  in  the  WSAs 
would  benefit  from  wilderness  designation.  These 
species  are  an  issue  in  the  remaining  18  WSAs. 


Effects  on  Wild  Burro 
Management 

Wilderness  designation  would  affect  the  cap- 
ture methods  used  to  remove  surplus  animals. 

Burro  management  operations  are  presently 
conducted  in  the  vicinity  of  several  WSAs,  includ- 
ing Mohave  Wash,  Whipple  Mountains  Addition, 
South  Trigo  Mountains  and  Trigo  Mountains. 
Most  of  these  operations  are  along  WSA  bound- 
aries, however,  and  would  not  be  affected  by  wil- 
derness designation.  Consequently,  burro  man- 
agement is  an  issue  only  for  certain  operations  in 
the  Trigo  Mountains  WSA. 


Effects  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Wilderness  designation  would  beneficially 
affect  habitat  for  plant  species  that  are  candidates 
for  inclusion  on  the  federal  Threatened  and  En- 
dangered list  or  the  state  lists  by  precluding 
surface-disturbing  activities  and  motorized  recre- 
ation use  in  those  species'  habitats.  These  species 
are  considered  as  "special  status  plants"  in  this 
document. 

A  rare  plant  survey  of  the  Yuma  District  was  con- 
ducted for  BLM  by  the  Arizona  Nature  Conser- 
vancy in  August  1987.  This  survey  showed  that 
special  status  plants  are  present  in  1 0  of  the  WSAs 
(see  Table  3-1). 

In  two  of  the  WSAs  that  contain  special  status 
plants  (East  Cactus  Plain  and  Big  Maria  Moun- 
tains Southern  Addition),  the  potential  for  dam- 
age from  surface-disturbing  activities  and  motor- 
ized recreation  use  is  not  present.  There  is  no 
vehicle  access  within  these  areas,  and  surface- 
disturbing  activities  that  would  affect  the  plants 
are  precluded  by  existing  management  prescrip- 
tions. Consequently,  wilderness  designation  is 
not  an  issue  in  these  areas. 


1  During  preparation  of  the  FEIS,  the  Arizona  Game  and  Fish  Department  removed  the  desert  bighorn  sheep 
from  its  Threatened  Native  Wildlife  List.  (Since  desert  bighorn  sheep  are  already  considered  in  a  separate  issue, 
however,  this  action  does  not  affect  analysis  of  the  effects  of  wilderness  designation  on  special  status  wildlife 
species.) 
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The  effects  of  wilderness  designation  on  spe- 
cial status  plants  are  an  issue  in  the  remaining 
eight  WSAs  that  contain  these  species. 


huevi  Mountains  Addition  WSA,  where  quarry 
development  is  planned. 


Effects  on  Utility  Corridors 

Wilderness  designation  would  not  allow  new 
utility  corridor  development  in  a  designated  area. 

Utility  corridors  in  the  Yuma  District  were  des- 
ignated in  May  1986  as  part  of  the  Yuma  District 
Resource  Management  Plan  (RMP).  (See  Yuma 
District  Resource  Management  Plan  Decisions  in 
Chapter  2.)  In  some  cases,  these  corridors  over- 
lap wilderness  study  areas.  As  recognized  in  the 
RMP,  new  development  within  the  portions  of  util- 
ity corridors  that  overlap  WSAs  would  be  subject 
to  Congressional  release  of  the  lands  from  wilder- 
ness study. 

Most  of  the  utility  corridors  that  overlap  wilder- 
ness study  areas  are  one  or  two  miles  wide  with 
one-half  of  the  corridor  on  either  side  of  an  exist- 
ing utility  line.  Since  this  utility  line  is  usually  the 
WSA  boundary,  the  rights-of-way  corridor  over- 
laps one-half  or  one  mile  into  the  WSA.  Wilder- 
ness designation  does  not  generally  affect  these 
corridors  since  new  utility  construction  could  be 
sited  in  the  portion  of  the  corridor  that  is  outside 
of  the  WSA. 

The  effects  of  wilderness  designation  on  utility 
corridors  are  an  issue  in  three  WSAs,  where  the 
corridors  either  are  constrained  by  land  owner- 
ship patterns  along  the  WSA  boundary  or  cross 
the  WSA  without  following  an  existing  utility  line. 


Effects  on  Land  Exchanges 

Wilderness  designation  would  not  allow  public 
land  within  the  designated  area  to  be  exchanged. 

The  effects  of  wilderness  designation  on  land 
exchanges  are  an  issue  in  the  Cactus  Plain  WSA 
where  land  may  be  transferred  to  the  State  of  Ari- 
zona. 


Effects  on  Uses  of  Withdrawn 
Land 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  U.S. 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  from  developing  rock 
quarries  on  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawn 
land  within  a  designated  area. 

The  effects  of  wilderness  designation  on  the 
use  of  withdrawn  land  are  an  issue  in  the  Cheme- 


ISSUES  CONSIDERED  BUT 
NOT  ANALYZED 

The  following  issues  were  identified  in  scoping, 
but  were  not  selected  for  detailed  analysis  in  the 
EIS.  The  reasons  for  setting  each  of  the  issues 
aside  are  discussed  under  the  heading  for  each 
issue. 

Effects  on  Livestock  Management 
Projects 

No  livestock  management  projects  are  planned 
or  projected  in  any  of  the  22  WSAs. 

Effects  on  Livestock  Operations 

Concerns  were  raised  that  livestock  operators 
could  be  required  to  modify  their  operations 
within  designated  wilderness  areas  in  a  manner 
that  would  have  significant  adverse  economic 
impact  on  their  business.  This  issue  was  consid- 
ered but  dropped  because  BLM's  wilderness  man- 
agement policy  provides  for  possible  fluctuations 
of  livestock  numbers  and  changes  in  the  kind  or 
class  of  livestock  or  seasons  of  use,  if  warranted 
through  monitoring  data  and  if  these  adjustments 
do  not  impair  wilderness  characteristics. 

Designation  is  expected  to  cause  closer  regula- 
tion of  range  improvement  maintenance  or  prac- 
tices in  WSAs  designated  as  wilderness.  Although 
the  management  practices  of  livestock  operators 
in  the  designated  wilderness  areas  would  be 
closely  regulated,  the  operators  would  still  be 
allowed  to  maintain  range  improvements  in  a  prac- 
tical and  reasonable  manner  as  necessary  to  sup- 
port existing  livestock  operations.  Therefore,  the 
effects  of  wilderness  designation  on  livestock 
operations  are  not  an  issue  in  this  EIS. 


Effects  on  Air  Quality 
Classification 

Concerns  were  raised  regarding  the  effects  of 
wilderness  designation  on  existing  airquality  clas- 
sifications. Sincethe  wilderness  management  pol- 
icy states  that  BLM  will  manage  all  wilderness 
areas  to  comply  with  the  air  quality  classification 
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for  that  specific  area,  wilderness  designation  or 
nondesignation  would  not  recommend  reclassifi- 
cation of  air  quality  standards  for  wilderness 
areas  from  the  existing  Class  1 1  to  the  more  restric- 
tive Class  I.  Therefore,  air  quality  is  not  an  issue 
in  this  EIS. 


Mineral  Development  issue,  the  management  of 
these  lands  as  wilderness  is  not  an  issue  in  this 
EIS. 


Effects  on  Social  Elements 


Effects  on  Water  Quality 

Water  quality  is  not  expected  to  be  impacted  by 
wilderness  designation  or  nondesignation 
because  most  actions  that  affect  water  quality, 
such  as  livestock  grazing,  would  not  be  affected 
by  wilderness  designation.  Other  activities,  such 
as  mineral  development,  would  have  negligible 
effects  on  water  quality  since  all  of  their  projected 
actions  would  be  located  away  from  the  few  water 
sources  that  are  present  within  the  WSAs.  More- 
over, federal  and  state  laws  affecting  water  quality 
management  require  mandatory  compliance  re- 
gardless of  designation  or  nondesignation.  There- 
fore, water  quality  is  not  an  issue  in  this  EIS. 


Effects  on  Wildlife 


Social  attitudes  and  values  are  not  likely  to  be 
impacted  by  the  designation  or  nondesignation  of 
wilderness  in  the  Yuma  District  (USDI-BLM 
1985a).  Therefore,  social  elements  are  not  an 
issue  in  this  EIS. 


Effects  on  Military  Overflights 

In  accordance  with  BLM  policy,  no  ban  will  be 
instituted  on  overflights  by  aircraft  on  essential 
military  training  missions  above  designated  wil- 
derness areas.  Where  low  overflights  would  be 
expected  to  become  a  problem,  wilderness  man- 
agement plans  would  provide  for  liaison  between 
BLM  and  the  military  in  efforts  to  resolve  over- 
flight problems.  Therefore,  military  overflights  are 
not  considered  to  be  an  issue  in  this  EIS. 


An  issue  dealing  with  wildlife  populations  and 
habitats  in  general  was  considered  but  not 
included  in  this  EIS.  Based  on  the  projected  uses 
and  management  actions  in  these  areas,  little  or 
no  change  in  wildlife  populations  or  habitat  (other 
than  for  special  status  species  such  as  bighorn 
sheep  and  desert  tortoise)  would  result  from  wil- 
derness designation  or  nondesignation  in  any  of 
the  22  WSAs  addressed  in  this  EIS. 


Effects  on  Soil  Erosion 

Consultation  with  the  Soil  Conservation  Ser- 
vice has  indicated  that  none  of  the  WSAs  have  soil 
erosion  problems.  While  wilderness  designation 
would  restrict  surface-disturbing  activities,  none 
of  the  surface-disturbing  activities  that  are  pro- 
jected within  the  13  WSAs  where  surface  disturb- 
ance would  occur  would  accelerate  soil  erosion. 
Therefore,  the  effects  of  wilderness  designation 
on  soil  erosion  are  not  an  issue  in  this  EIS. 


Effects  on  Split-Estate  Lands 

Split-estate  lands  (in  which  the  surface  is  fed- 
erally owned  and  the  mineral  estate  is  privately 
owned)  are  present  in  some  Yuma  District  WSAs. 
Since  mineral  exploration  and  development  on 
these  lands  is  already  addressed  as  part  of  the 


Effects  on  Economic  Conditions 

Wilderness  designation  would  preclude  a 
number  of  mining  operations  in  13  WSAs 
addressed  in  this  EIS.  The  economic  impact  of  pre- 
cluding these  mining  operations  may  affect  local 
communities  to  some  degree  but  is  not  expected 
to  significantly  impact  the  diverse  economy  of  the 
economic  study  area.  Designation  would  result  in 
a  small  loss  of  oil  and  gas  lease  revenues  col- 
lected by  the  BLM.  However,  this  loss  is  not 
expected  to  significantly  impact  those  collections 
because  the  loss  amounts  to  less  than  one  per- 
cent of  BLM's  total  oil  and  gas  lease  revenues.  No 
loss  is  expected  from  oil  and  gas  production  rev- 
enues because  none  of  the  22  WSAs  contain 
proven  reserves.  Therefore,  the  economic 
impacts  resulting  from  wilderness  designation 
and  nondesignation  are  not  an  issue  in  any  of  the 
22  WSAs  addressed  in  this  EIS. 


Effects  on  Fire  Management 

Concerns  over  the  effects  of  wilderness  desig- 
nation on  fire  management  were  raised  for  the 
Crossman  Peak  and  Swansea  WSAs.  The  Yuma 
District  is  developing  a  fire  suppression  plan  for 
the  Havasu  Resource  Area,  which  includes  both 
WSAs.  The  plan  will  address  fire  management  in 
relation  to  the  wilderness  values  in  the  two  units. 
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Completion  of  this  plan  will  include  preparation 
of  an  environmental  analysis.  In  the  interim,  fire 
suppression  would  be  conducted  on  a  case- 
specific  basis,  considering  wilderness  values  and 
public  safety. 


SELECTION  OF  THE 
PROPOSED  ACTION  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  OF 
ALTERNATIVES 

Development  of  the  alternatives  is  guided  by 
requirements  of  the  National  Environmental  Pol- 
icy Act  of  1969  (NEPA)  Section  102(2)(c),  the  De- 
partment of  the  Interior  Manual  section  516  and 
FLPMA.  The  BLM'sWildernessStudy  Policy  (pub- 
lished February  3,  1982,  in  the  Federal  Register) 
supplements  the  aforementioned  regulations  by 
providing  the  specific  factors  to  be  considered  in 
developing  wilderness  alternatives  during  the 
planning  process. 

NEPA  requires  consideration  of  alternatives 
and  Council  of  Environmental  Quality  (CEQ)  reg- 
ulations call  for  the  formulation  and  evaluation  of 
all  reasonable  alternatives.  Therefore,  the  alterna- 
tives assessed  in  this  EIS  include:  (1 )  a  No  Wilder- 
ness alternative  for  each  WSA;  (2)  an  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  for  each  WSA;  and  (3)  one  or 
more  partial  wilderness  alternatives  for  the  Cross- 
man  Peak,  Mohave  Wash,  Whipple  Mountains 
Addition,  Gibraltar  Mountain,  Planet  Peak,  Cac- 
tus Plain,  Swansea,  Trigo  Mountains,  Kofa  Unit  4, 
Northern  Addition  and  the  Muggins  Mountain 
WSAs. 

In  this  document,  the  No  Action,  as  required  by 
NEPA,  and  No  Wilderness  alternatives  are  the 
same.  The  No  Action/No  Wilderness  alternative 
anticipates  a  continuation  of  the  present  manage- 
ment, as  provided  for  in  the  Yuma  District  RMP, 
as  all  lands  would  be  recommended  as  nonsuit- 
able  for  wilderness. 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  represents  the 
maximum  possible  WSA  acreage  that  could  be 
recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designa- 
tion. Partial  wilderness  alternatives  make  suitable 
or  nonsuitable  recommendations  ranging 
between  the  All  Wilderness  and  No  Wilderness  al- 
ternatives. The  Proposed  Action  recommends  all 
wilderness  for  two,  no  wilderness  for  ten  and  par- 
tial wilderness  for  ten. 

Table  2-2  shows  WSA  acreage  recommended 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  under  each 
alternative. 


ALTERNATIVES 
CONSIDERED  BUT  NOT 
RECOMMENDED  FOR 
DETAILED  STUDY 

Five  other  wilderness  alternatives  were  elimi- 
nated from  detailed  study— four  since  they  nei- 
ther met  the  criteria  of  improving  manageability 
nor  eliminated  potential  resource  conflicts,  and 
the  fifth  because  it  was  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
document.  They  were  for: 

1 .  MOHAVE  WASH  -  One  partial  wilderness  rec- 
ommendation of  65,898  acres  which  included 
more  of  the  southern  part  and  more  acreage 
than  the  55,01 8-acre  Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native which  was  analyzed.  Rejected  because 
the  marginal  wilderness  quality  of  the  addi- 
tional acreage  would  have  greatly  increased 
manageability  concerns,  and  because  inclu- 
sion of  the  additional  area  would  not  have 
resolved  any  resource  conflicts. 

2.  EAST  CACTUS  PLAIN  -  One  recommenda- 
tion to  en  large  the  unit  to  14,895  acres  by  add- 
ing 1,160  acres  to  the  northern  part  of  the 
unit.  Rejected,  even  though  it  would  improve 
manageability,  because  enlarging  the  WSA 
boundaries  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  doc- 
ument. The  present  boundaries  are  a  result 
of  the  inventory  phase,  now  completed. 

3.  SOUTH  TRIGO  MOUNTAINS  -  One  partial 
wilderness  recommendation  for  1,500-acre 
area  in  the  western  part  of  the  WSA.  Rejected 
because  the  narrow,  linear  area  could  not  be 
managed  to  provide  adequate  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  opportunities,  nor  would 
it  resolve  resource  conflicts  (as  the  area  also 
contains  high  mineral  potential  which  could 
be  developed  as  an  extension  of  the  projected 
mineral  development  on  the  rest  of  the  unit). 

4.  TRIGO  MOUNTAINS  -  One  partial  wilderness 
recommendation  for  about  13,000  acres  in 
the  southern  part  of  the  WSA.  Rejected 
because  the  wilderness  qualities  were  not 
considered  to  be  manageable  and  the  recom- 
mendation failed  to  resolve  resource  con- 
flicts. 

5.  TRIGO  MOUNTAINS-  Another  partial  wilder- 
ness recommendation  for 22,61 0  acres  in  cen- 
tral and  southern  parts  —  an  attempt  to  open 
upthe  northern  partfor  mineral  development. 
Rejected  because  the  low  possibility  of  devel- 
oping the  mineral  potential  did  not  provide 
enough  reason  to  recommend  the  alternative. 
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This  chapter  describes  in  detail  the  Proposed 
Action  and  the  alternatives  selected  for  analysis 
in  this  environmental  impact  statement  (EIS).  To 
provide  the  public  and  the  decisionmaker  with  a 
convenient  tool  for  comparing  impacts,  defining 
issues  and  reaching  conclusions,  the  chapter 
ends  with  an  impact  summary  table  (Table  2-4), 
for  each  WSA,  comparing  the  effects  of  the  issue 
topics  as  a  result  of  implementing  each  alterna- 
tive. 

Maps  that  indicate  the  Proposed  Action  and 
alternatives  for  each  of  the  WSAs  are  also 
included  in  this  chapter.  For  reasons  of  clarity, 
complete  information  on  land  use  and  status  is 
shown  only  on  the  maps  that  indicate  the  All 
Wilderness/No  Wilderness  alternatives.  The  land 
status  reflected  on  these  maps  is  subject  to  daily 
change.  Also,  the  land  use  and  status  are  shown 
completely  only  for  sections  immediately  adja- 
cent to  or  within  the  WSAs.  (Please  contact  the 
Yuma  District  Office  for  specific  land  status  infor- 
mation.) 


YUMA  DISTRICT 
RESOURCE  MANAGEMENT 
PLAN  DECISIONS 

The  Yuma  District  Resource  Management  Plan 
(RMP),  which  was  approved  in  May  1986  and 
March  1987,  provides  the  basis  for  managing  pub- 
lic lands  and  resources  in  the  Yuma  District  over 
the  next  10  to  20  years.  The  RMP  consists  of 
general  management  guidance  and  specific  man- 
agement decisions. 

The  management  guidance  in  the  approved 
RMP  mostly  represents  standard  operating  proce- 
dures established  by  law,  regulations  and  BLM's 
national  or  state  policy.  It  includes  guidance  for 
mineral  exploration  and  development,  cultural 
resources  management,  wildlife  habitat  manage- 
ment, wild  burro  management,  and  livestock  and 
rangeland  management.  It  also  includes  provi- 
sions for  the  environmental  analysis  of  all  pro- 


posed projects  or  actions  that  are  not  specifically 
covered  by  the  RMP  or  categorical  exclusions. 
This  general  management  guidance  is  applicable 
to  all  WSAs  in  the  district,  whether  designated  or 
not  designated  wilderness. 

There  are  several  specific  managerial  decisions 
in  the  approved  RMP  that  would  also  affect  the 
management  of  WSAs  or  portions  thereof,  either 
designated  or  not  designated  wilderness.  (See 
Table  2-1  for  WSAs  affected  by  the  RMP  deci- 
sions.) These  decisions  are  listed  below. 


Priority  Wildlife  Habitat  Areas 

Wildlife  habitat  is  a  priority  consideration  on 
approximately  247,740  acres  under  the  approved 
plan.  These  areas  with  important  wildlife  values 
are  referred  to  as  priority  wildlife  habitat. 

Allowable  uses  on  priority  wildlife  habitat  areas 
include  compatible  activities  or  those  uses  with 
impacts  that  can  be  mitigated  to  preserve  or  en- 
hance wildlife  values.  Improvements  are  res- 
tricted to  those  that  are  compatible  with  wildlife 
habitat  or  cultural  resources  and  those  required 
by  mining.  No  sand  and  gravel  permits  will  be 
authorized,  but  surface  occupancy  for  oil  and  gas 
leases  is  allowed  on  all  areas  except  on  bighorn 
sheep  lambing  grounds  (11,100  acres)  and  lands 
immediately  adjacentto  springs  in  priority  wildlife 
habitat  (approximately  40  surrounding  acres). 
Utility  rights-of-way  within  priority  wildlife  habitat 
areas  are  confined  to  designated  corridors.  Roads 
accessing  utilities  are  closed  to  public  entry.  ORV 
use  is  limited  to  existing  roads  and  trails.  All  pub- 
lic lands  within  priority  wildlife  habitat  will  be 
retained  in  federal  ownership  unless  patented 
under  the  mining  laws. 

The  management  guidelines  for  priority  wildlife 
habitat  apply  to  23,100  acres  of  riparian  areas, 
216,960  acres  of  bighorn  sheep  yearlong  use 
areas,  and  a  7,680-acre  bighorn  sheep  migration 
corridor. 


Special  Management  Areas 

Cultural  and  natural  valuesarea  priority  consid- 
eration on  the  areas  identified  in  the  approved 
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TABLE  2-1 
WSAs  AFFECTED  BY  YUMA  DISTRICT  RMP  MANAGEMENT  PRESCRIPTIONS 


WSA 

Priority 
Wildlife 
Habitat 

Special 

Management 

Areas 

Utility 
Corridors 

ORV 
Designations 

Land 

Tenure 

Adjustments 

Dead  Mountains 
Northern  Addition 

X 

X 

Dead  Mountains 
Southern  Addition 

X 

X 

Chemehuevi  Mountains 
Addition 

X 

X 

Chemehuevi/Needles 
Addition 

X 

Needles  Eastern 
Addition 

X 

X 

Crossman  Peak 

X 

X 

X 

Mohave  Wash 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Whipple  Mountains 
Addition 

X 

X 

X 

Gibraltar  Mountain 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Planet  Peak 

X 

X 

X 

Cactus  Plain 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Swansea 

X 

X 

X 

East  Cactus  Plain 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Big  Maria  Mountains 
Northern  Addition 

X 

Big  Maria  Mountains 
Southern  Addition 

X 

X 

South  Trigo  Mountains 

X 

X 

Trigo  Mountains 

X 

X 

X 

Kofa  Unit  3 
Southern  Addition 

X 

Kofa  Unit  4 
Northern  Addition 

X 

X 

X 

Kofa  Unit  4 
Southern  Addition 

X 

)( 

Little  Picacho  Peak 
Addition 

X 

Muggins  Mountains 

X 

X 

X 

Total  WSAs 

11 

8 

11 

22 

4 

Source:     Yuma  District  Files 
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plan.  Allowable  uses  on  special  management 
areas  for  cultural  and  natural  resources  include 
compatible  activities  or  those  with  impacts  that 
can  be  mitigated  to  preserve  or  enhance  the  rec- 
ognized values. 


Cultural  Resources 

Cultural  resources  on  33  sites  and  areas  total- 
ing approximately  6,800  acres  are  managed  under 
the  "conservation  for  future  use"  category;  i.e., 
preserved  in  place.  Additional  sites  will  be  added 
to  the  list  of  special  management  areas  for  cul- 
tural resources  as  they  become  identified. 

Cultural  resource  areas  are  not  identified  in  the 
RMP  to  protect  the  resources  from  disturbance  or 
unauthorized  collecting.  Mandatory  disclosure  of 
the  locations  of  the  cultural  resource  sites  is  spe- 
cifically excluded  from  the  Freedom  of  Informa- 
tion Act. 

Allowable  uses  on  the  33  cultural  resource  sites 
and  areas  include  activities  that  are  compatible 
with  the  objective  of  preserving  these  resources 
in  place  for  future  use.  Improvements  are  res- 
tricted to  those  that  are  compatible  with  the  cul- 
tural resources  or  those  required  for  mining.  Ap- 
proximately 6,000  acres  (88  percent)  of  these 
lands  are  under  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdraw- 
al and  therefore  segregated  from  mineral  entry 
and  development.  Mining  activity  on  the  remain- 
ing sites  and  areas  is  be  managed  so  as  to  avoid 
disruption  or,  where  this  is  not  possible,  minimize 
damage  to  cultural  values  using  regulatory  stan- 
dards contained  in  43  CFR  3809  and  36  CFR  800. 
Surface  occupancy  for  oil  and  gas  leases,  sand 
and  gravel  permits,  and  utility  rights-of-way  will 
not  be  authorized  on  these  lands.  ORV  use  is  res- 
tricted to  existing  roads  and  trails. 


Unique  Natural  Areas  and  Features 

The  approved  plan  designates  two  areas 
(31,360  acres)  as  special  management  areas  — 
Crossman  Peak  as  a  Natural  Scenic  Area  (26,080 
acres)  and  the  Big  Marias  (5,280  acres)  as  an  Area 
of  Critical  Environmental  Concern  (ACEC). 

Improvements  in  the  two  designated  areas  are 
restricted  to  those  compatible  with  the  natural  or 
cultural  resources  for  which  the  areas  are  recog- 
nized and,  on  Crossman  Peak,  to  those  permitted 
by  the  mining  laws.  The  Big  Marias  ACEC  will  be 
withdrawn  from  entry  forexploration  and  develop- 
ment of  locatable  and  leasable  minerals  in  order 
to  protect  cultural  resources  in  this  area.  Surface 
occupancy  for  oil  and  gas  leases  will  be  autho- 
rized on  Crossman  Peak.  No  additional  sand  and 
gravel  permits  or  utility  rights-of-way  will  be  au- 


thorized on  either  area.  ORV  use  is  limited  to  exist- 
ing roads  and  trails  on  Crossman  Peak  and  to  des- 
ignated roads  and  trails  on  the  Big  Marias. 

Six  other  areas  totaling  155,705  acres  have  not 
been  formally  designated,  but  are  managed  under 
special  prescriptions  to  protect  their  natural 
values.  These  areas  are  the  Whipple  Mountains 
(15,170acres),  Aubrey  Hills  (20,000 acres),  Gibral- 
tar Mountain  (25,260  acres),  Cactus  Plain  (76,060 
acres),  Milpitas  Wash  (4,760  acres)  and  Muggins 
Mountains  (14,455  acres).  Improvements  on 
these  six  areas  are  restricted  to  those  compatible 
with  the  natural  or  cultural  resources  for  which 
the  areas  are  recognized  and  to  those  permitted 
by  the  mining  laws.  Surface  occupancy  for  oil  and 
gas  leases  is  permitted  on  all  of  these  areas  but 
no  sand  and  gravel  permits  or  new  utility  rights- 
of-way  are  authorized  on  these  areas,  except  in 
designated  corridors.  ORV  use  is  limited  to  exist- 
ing roads  and  trails. 


Utility  Corridors 

The  approved  plan  designates  nine  utility  cor- 
ridors within  the  Yuma  District  to  accommodate 
future  development  needs. 

The  RMP  provides  for  routing  new  utilities  out- 
side of  designated  corridors  only  in  cases  where 
a  project  EA/EIS  determines  that  this  is  the  only 
practicable  alternative.  However,  locating  facili- 
ties outside  of  designated  corridors  is  prohibited 
in  special  management  areas  and  will  be  avoided 
insofar  as  possible  in  priority  wildlife  habitat 
areas. 


ORV  Designations 

The  approved  RMP  classifies  640  acres  as  open 
to  intensive  ORV  use,  13,985  acres  as  limited  to 
designated  roads  and  trails,  and  22,420  acres  as 
closed  to  ORV  use.  ORV  use  is  limited  to  existing 
roads  and  trails  on  the  remaining  1,154,955  acres 
in  the  District. 

An  inventory  is  being  completed  to  clearly 
ascertain  "existing  roads  and  trails"  in  the  district. 
Meanwhile,  "existing"  refers  to  those  roads  and 
trails  that  are  present  in  the  district  on  May  1986 
(the  date  these  plan  provisions  were  adopted). 
Priority  wildlife  habitat,  special  management, 
high  use  recreational  and  other  areas  with  poten- 
tial for  significant  conflict  between  ORV  use  and 
other  resources  and  uses  will  receive  priority  con- 
sideration in  the  inventory. 

Two  competitive-use  ORV  areas  are  designated 
in  the  district  —  the  Parker  400  course  and  the 
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Ehrenberg  Sand  Bowl.  The  season  of  use  for  the 
Parker  course  is  December  1  to  February  28.  If 
more  than  one  race  per  year  is  proposed  for  the 
course,  an  environmental  assessment  will  be 
developed  to  determine  the  number  of  events  that 
will  be  authorized.  A  management  plan  is  being 
developed  to  guide  facility  development  and  mon- 
itoring of  impacts  for  each  of  the  competitive  use 
areas. 


All  other  disposal  areas  are  available  for  transfer 
through  exchange  or  sale,  with  exchange  being 
the  preferred  method  of  disposal. 

Lands  within  one  of  the  areas  identified  for 
transfer  to  Arizona  (covering  3,325  acres)  are 
within  the  Cactus  Plain  WSA.  Consequently,  they 
are  subject  to  release  by  Congress  from  wilder- 
ness study  before  disposal. 


Land  Tenure  Adjustment 

Disposals 

The  Record  of  Decision  (ROD)  forthe  Yuma  Dis- 
trict Resource  Management  Plan  made  55,490 
acres  of  federal  lands  in  eleven  areas  available  for 
disposal. 

One  area  (covering  approximately  1,100  acres) 
has  already  been  transferred  to  the  State  of  Ari- 
zona (in  compensation  for  the  federal  land  debt 
resulting  from  the  Central  Arizona  Project)  and 
Lake  Havasu  City  (under  Recreation  and  Public 
Purposes  authority).  This  transfer  occurred  on 
November  7,  1986. 

Two  other  areas  (covering  approximately 
1 1 ,200  acres)  are  available  for  transfer  to  Arizona 
through  exchange  or  State  Indemnity  Selection. 


Acquisitions 

BLM  will  attempt  to  acquire  31,220  acres 
through  exchangetobenefitfederal  programs.  Ex- 
cept for  those  acquired  for  wilderness,  these 
lands  would  all  be  open  to  mineral  entry  and  devel- 
opment in  accordance  with  mining  law  and  regu- 
lations. 
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This  section  describes  the  alternatives  for  each 
WSA  being  analyzed  in  this  EIS.  For  each  of  these 
WSAs  there  is  first  a  general  description  of  the  al- 
ternatives, followed  by  the  management  actions 
or  uses  anticipated  within  the  next  25  years  (See 
Table  2-2.) 


WSA 


Dead  Mountains  Northern 
Addition 

Dead  Mountains  Southern 
Addition 

Chemehuevi  Mountains 
Addition 

Chemehuevi/Needles 
Addition 

Needles  Eastern 
Addition 

Crossman  Peak 


Mohave  Wash 


TABLE  2-2 
WSA  ALTERNATIVES  ANALYZED 


Alternative 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
Partial  Wilderness 


Acres 
Suitable 


Acres 
Nonsuitable 


0 
1,815 

1,815 
0 

0 
630 

630 
0 

0 
195 

195 
0 

960 
0 

0 
960 

0 
465 

465 

0 

30,165 

38,630 

0 

8,465 

0 

38,630 

0 

103,365 

55,018 

103,365 

0 

48,347 
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TABLE  2-2  (Continued) 
WSA  ALTERNATIVES  ANALYZED 


WSA 

Alternative 

Acres 
Suitable 

Acres 
Nonsuitable 

Whipple  Mountains 
Addition 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

1,260 

1,380 

0 

120 

0 

1,380 

Gibraltar  Mountain 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

18,805 

25,260 

0 

6,455 

0 

25,260 

Planet  Peak 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

16,430 

17,645 

0 

1,215 

0 

17,645 

Cactus  Plain 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
Enhanced  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

62,325 

70,360 

65,330 

0 

8,035 

0 

5,030 

70,360 

Swansea 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

15,755 

41,690 

0 

25,935 

0 

41,690 

East  Cactus  Plain 

Proposed  Action/All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

13,735 
0 

0 
13,735 

Big  Maria  Mountains 
Northern  Addition 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
415 

415 
0 

Big  Maria  Mountains 
Southern  Addition 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
1,420 

1,420 
0 

South  Trigo  Mountains 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
4,500 

4,500 
0 

Trigo  Mountains 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
Enhanced  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

29,095 

36,870 

34,240 

0 

7,775 

0 

2,630 

36,870 

Kofa  Unit  3 
Southern  Addition 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
3,400 

3,400 
0 

Kofa  Unit  4 
Northern  Addition 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

1,380 

1,900 

0 

520 

0 

1,900 

Kofa  Unit  4 
Southern  Addition 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
11,220 

11,220 
0 

Little  Picacho  Peak 
Addition 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
2,915 

2,915 
0 

Muggins  Mountains 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

8,855 

14,455 

0 

5,600 

0 

14,455 

Source:    Yuma  District  Files 
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Assumptions 

Since  the  pattern  of  future  management  actions 
and  uses  in  each  WSA  cannot  be  predicted  with 
certainty,  assumptions  are  made  to  allow  impacts 
to  be  analyzed.  These  assumptions  are  the  basis 
for  the  management  actions  and  uses  developed 
for  each  WSA  and  alternative.  The  management 
actions  are  not  management  proposals,  but  rep- 
resent probable  patterns  of  activities,  depending 
on  the  purpose  or  intent  of  the  particular  alterna- 
tive. These  uses  and  management  actions  are  dis- 
cussed in  terms  of  the  involved  resources  —  min- 
erals, recreation,  cultural  resources,  wildlife, 
burros,  land  uses  and  rangeland. 

The  following  are  assumptions  used  by 
resource  specialists  in  identifying  the  uses  and 
management  actions: 

Mineral  Development 

Valid  existing  rights  would  allow  mining  activ- 
ities in  a  designated  wilderness  to  continue.  Spe- 
cific management  actions  dealing  with  these  ac- 
tivities would  be  addressed  in  the  wilderness 
management  plan  for  the  area. 

All  mineral  development  projections  are  based 
on  past  production  activities,  current  exploration 
activities  and  on  geological  inference. 

Mineral  discoveries  would  have  to  be  proven 
valid  as  of  the  date  of  designation,  or  the  discov- 
eries would  be  excluded  by  wilderness  designa- 
tion. 

All  the  mineral  exploration  and  development 
programs  are  described  for  each  alternative.  The 
typical  exploration  program  activity  will  use  a 
track-mounted  air  drill  and  involve  support  vehi- 
cles. 

A  general  program  surface  development  (in 
which  the  drill  hole  pattern  is  dispersed)  will 
include  — 

—    Temporary-use  access  roads 

—  Employ  up  to  three  people 

—  A  drill  site  frequency  of  two  for  each  mile  of 
temporary  access,  and 

—  Disturb  0.13  surface  acres  (75'x75')  for  each 
drill  site. 

A  comprehensive  program  surface  develop- 
ment (in  which  the  drill  hole  pattern  is  concen- 
trated) will  include  — 

—  Temporary-use  access  roads 

—  Employ  up  to  four  people 

—  A  drill  site  frequency  of  three  for  each  mile 
of  temporary  access,  and 


—  Disturb  0.13  surface  acres  (75'x75')  for  each 
drill  site. 

The  typical  underground  mine  (Ug)  described 
in   this   EIS  would   use  the  shrinkage   mining 
method  with  rail  ore  cars  moved  by  a  battery- 
powered  locomotive  (Western  Mine  Enqineerinq 
1987). 

Surface  development  to  support  underground 
mining  would  include  — 

—  Mine  plant  and  buildings 

—  Equipment  maintenance  and  retrograde  yard 

—  Engineering  and  management  facilities 

—  Mill  plant  and  tailings  thickener 

—  .625  mile  of  tailings-conveyance  system,  and 

—  a  tailings  disposal  area. 

The  typical  small  underground  mining  opera- 
tion would  — 

—  process  up  to  100  ore  tons  per  day 

—  employ  up  to  12  people 

—  have  up  to  four  building  structures,  and 

—  disturb  approximately  5  surface  acres  (unless 
otherwise  identified)  plus  the  access. 

The  typical  moderate  (medium)  underground 
mining  operation  would  — 

—  process  up  to  500  ore  tons  per  day 

—  employ  up  to  30  people 

—  have  up  to  six  building  structures,  and 

—  disturb  50  surface  acres  plus  the  access. 

Surface  mine  disturbances  will  cover  larger 
areas  by  the  nature  of  the  mining  technique.  The 
typical  surface  mine  (Su)  described  in  this  EIS 
would  employ  the  open  pit  mining  method,  using 
drills,  transferal  loaders  and  trucks. 

Surface-disturbing  activity  related  to  open  pit 
mining  includes  — 

—  mine  plant  including  engineering  and  man- 
agement facilities 

—  equipment  maintenance  and  retrograde  yard 

—  haulage  routes 

—  mill  plant  including  tailings  thickener 

—  .625  mile  of  tailings  conveyance  system,  and 

—  a  tailings  disposal  area. 


The  typical 
would  — 


small  surface  mining  operation 


—  process  up  to  500  ore  tons  per  day 

—  employ  up  to  12  people 

—  have  up  to  six  building  structures,  and 

—  cause  up  to  50  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
plus  the  access  needed 

The  typical  moderate  surface  mining  operation 
would  — 

—  process  up  to  1,000  ore  tons  per  day 

—  employ  up  to  40  people 
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—  have  up  to  seven  building  structures,  and 

—  disturb  up  to  300  surface  acres  (unless  other- 
wise identified)  plus  the  access  needed. 

The  typical  large  surface  mining  operation 
would  exceed  the  size  of  the  smaller  surface 
mines,  disturbing  up  to  600  acres  plus  the  access 
needed  (Western  Mine  Engineering  1987). 

As  indicated  in  the  Yuma  District  RMP,  all  min- 
eral development  would  be  managed  according 
to  the  surface  management  regulations  contained 
in  43  CFR  3800  -  Subpart  3809  (BLM,  1985).  The 
Mining  Plan  of  Operation  procedure  described  in 
43  CFR  3800  would  be  used  in  order  to  prevent 
unnecessary  and  undue  degradation  of  the  envi- 
ronment. 

With  the  exception  of  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights,  no  mineral  development  is  projected  on 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawn  lands.  While  all 
of  these  lands  will  be  subjected  to  withdrawal 
review  within  the  next  25  years,  there  are  no  avail- 
able projections  as  to  which  lands  will  ultimately 
undergo  withdrawal  revocation. 

No  oil  or  gas  development  is  anticipated  in  any 
of  the  WSAs  addressed  in  this  EIS. 


Recreation  Management 

Recreation  use  in  the  WSAs  is  projected  25 
years  into  the  future,  and  all  projections  are  based 
on  Arizona's  and  southern  California's  projected 
population  increases  over  that  period.  Recreation 
use  is  reported  in  number  of  recreation  visitor 


days  use  per  year  (VDY).  A  recreation  visitor  day 
is  defined  in  the  Glossary.  It  is  assumed  that  rec- 
reation use  would  increase  proportionately  with 
the  states'  population  increase. 

Vehicles  are  used  to  travel  to  all  WSAs  (and 
within  most),  are  currently  a  part  of  all  recreation 
use,  and  would  be  prohibited  in  designated  wilder- 
ness areas. 

Motorized  recreation  use  is  presently  limited  to 
existing  roads  and  trails  in  most  of  the  WSAs.  Ex- 
ceptions to  this  general  designation  are  found 
only  in  the  following  areas:  (1)  portions  of  the  Cac- 
tus Plain  and  East  Cactus  Plain  WSAs  (which  are 
closed  to  vehicle  use),  and;  (2)  the  Big  Maria 
Mountains  Northern  Addition  and  Big  Maria 
Mountains  Southern  Addition  WSAs  (where  vehi- 
cles are  limited  to  designated  roads  and  trails).  No 
vehicle  ways  are  affected  by  the  closures  in  the 
Cactus  Plain  and  East  Cactus  Plain  WSAs,  as 
none  are  present  within  the  closed  areas. 

Seasonal  closures  (to  protect  bighorn  sheep 
lambing  grounds)  are  in  effect  on  portions  of  the 
Needles  Eastern  Addition,  Crossman  Peak, 
Mohave  Wash  and  Gibraltar  Mountain  WSAs. 

A  wilderness  permit  system  would  be  estab- 
lished to  help  control  recreation  use  in  sensitive 
areas.  Groups  visiting  certain  bighorn  lambing 
grounds  between  January  1  and  June  30  would 
be  limited  to  a  maximum  of  10  people.  Other 
details  of  the  permit  system  would  be  specified  in 
wilderness  management  plans. 

See  Table  2-3  for  projected  recreation  use  by 
alternative. 


TABLE  2-3 
CURRENT  AND  PROJECTED  RECREATION  USE,  BY  ALTERNATIVE 


Current  Use 

(VDY) 

Projected  Use  (VDY) 

WSA 

Motorized 

Nonmotorized 

Alternative 

Motorized 

Nonmotorized 

Dead  Mountains 
Northern  Addition 

225 

25 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

325 
0 

50 
50 

Dead  Mountains 
Southern  Addition 

160 

40 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

250 
0 

50 
50 

Chemehuevi  Mountains 
Addition 

— 

10 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
0 

20 
20 

Chemehuevi/Needles 
Addition 

— 

10 

Proposed  Action/All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

0 
0 

20 
20 

Needles  Eastern 
Addition 

45 

5 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

90 
0 

10 

50 

Crossman  Peak 

1,250 

1,250 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

2,500 

0 

2,500 

2,500 
2,500 
2,500 
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TABLE  2-3  (Continued) 
CURRENT  AND  PROJECTED  RECREATION  USE,  BY  ALTERNATIVE 


Current  Use  (VDY) 

Alternative 

Projected 
Motorized 

Use  (VDY) 

WSA 

Motorized 

Nonmotorized 

Nonmotorized 

Mohave  Wash 

1,900 

100 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
Partial  Wilderness 

4,750 

0 

4,750 

250 
250 
250 

Whipple  Mountains 
Addition 

60 

40 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

60 

0 

125 

95 
100 

75 

Gibraltar  Mountain 

900 

100 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

1,350 

0 

1,350 

200 
200 
150 

Planet  Peak 

80 

20 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

0 

0 

140 

200 

200 

35 

Cactus  Plain 

900 

100 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
Enhanced  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

2,500 

0 

2,500 

2,700 

300 
500 
300 
300 

Swansea 

475 

25 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

700 

0 

950 

100 

250 

50 

East  Cactus  Plain 

— 

100 

Proposed  Action/All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

0 
0 

200 
200 

Big  Maria  Mountains 
Northern  Addition 

45 

5 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

45 
0 

5 

50 

Big  Maria  Mountains 
Southern  Addition 

140 

60 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
0 

125 
125 

South  Trigo  Mountains 

250 

100 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

325 
0 

175 
150 

Trigo  Mountains 

320 

480 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
Enhanced  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

550 

0 

500 

585 

700 
675 
700 
715 

Kofa  Unit  3 
Southern  Addition 

285 

15 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

545 
0 

30 
50 

Kofa  Unit  4 
Northern  Addition 

140 

10 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

50 

0 

285 

50 
50 
15 

Kofa  Unit  4 
Southern  Addition 

140 

10 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

285 
0 

15 
50 

Little  Picacho  Peak 
Addition 

10 

190 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

120 

0 

380 
400 

Muggins  Mountains 

430 

170 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

700 

0 

700 

300 
300 
300 

Source:  Yuma  District  Files 
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Cultural  Resources  Management 

The  BLM  is  directed  to  avoid  inadvertent  loss 
or  destruction  of  cultural  resources.  Under  the 
National  Historic  Preservation  Act  (NHPA)  and 
the  Archaeological  Resources  Protection  Act 
(ARPA),  among  other  laws,  cultural  resources  are 
protected  on  public  lands  for  the  benefit  of  future 
generations.  The  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  (NEPA)  requires  that  cultural  resources  be 
considered  in  assessing  the  environmental  conse- 
quences of  a  proposed  undertaking. 

Cultural  resource  inventories  (including  Class 
I  literature  searches,  Class  II  sample  surveys  and 
Class  III  field  inventories)  and  adverse  impact  mit- 
igation are  undertaken  on  public  lands  before 
authorizing  surface-disturbing  activities,  such  as 
utility  corridor  construction,  livestock  and  wildlife 
projects  or  mining  operations. 

Where  cultural  resources  are  present  on  any 
area  of  proposed  disturbance,  a  formal  applica- 
tion is  made  to  determine  eligibility  for  inclusion 
in  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  (Na- 
tional Register).  Formal  consultation  by  BLM  with 
the  State  Historic  Preservation  Office  (SHPO) 
and/or  Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation 
is  required  on  measures  to  mitigate  adverse 
impacts  to  the  resources  prior  to  authorizing  the 
surface-disturbing  activities  (see  Appendix  C). 

Of  the  393,245  acres  within  the  22  WSAs,  only 
2,900  acres  (less  than  one  percent)  have  presently 
received  any  type  of  formal  cultural  resource  in- 
ventory (see  Table  2-3A).  Most  of  this  acreage  is 
along  the  boundary  of  four  WSAs,  while  17  WSAs 
have  no  inventory  work.  As  a  result,  very  few  sites 
are  recorded  within  the  WSAs. 

The  WSAs  are  mostly  in  relatively  steep,  rocky, 
mountainous  terrain  with  a  low  potential  for  cul- 
tural resources.  Most  sites  are  located  on  the  ter- 
races along  washes  beyond  the  base  of  moun- 
tains, and  cannot  be  used  to  project  the  number 
or  type  of  sites  which  may  exist  within  the  WSAs. 
Currently,  no  mountainous  area  within  any  of 
these  WSAs  has  been  inventoried. 

Since  few  known  sites  are  recorded  in  the 
WSAs,  all  known  and  estimated  (i.e.,  unknown) 
sites  are  grouped  together  as  'projected'  cultural 
resource  sites.  The  number  of  sites  projected  for 
each  WSA  is  hypothetical,  and  constitutes  a  min- 
imal estimate  for  purposes  of  environmental  anal- 
ysis. 

In  the  WSAs  for  which  no  inventory  records 
exist,  the  BLM  estimates  one  National  Register 
quality  site  per  WSA. 


Native  American  Values 

Some  areas  within  the  WSAs  may  be  of  value 
in  traditional  Native  American  beliefs  and  prac- 
tices. Sites  and  areas  considered  important  to  the 
Mohave,  Quechan,  Cocopah,  Chemehuevi,  Hal- 
chidoma,  Hualapai  and  Western  Yavapai  tribes 
are  located  within  the  Yuma  District.  Because 
there  is  not  a  complete  inventory,  the  BLM  is  only 
partially  aware  of  the  locations  and  significance 
of  these  sites  and  areas  of  traditional  Native  Amer- 
ican value.  The  BLM  will  take  into  consideration 
any  actions  which  may  affect  sites  or  areas  of  tra- 
ditional value  within  the  WSAs.  In  order  to  accom- 
plish this,  the  BLM  will  notify  these  tribes  of  pro- 
posed projects  which  may  affect  these  values. 
The  tribes  will  be  asked  to  respond  when  a  pro- 
posed project  will  have  an  effect  on  these  values. 

The  American  Indian  Religious  Freedom  Act 
(AIRFA)  requires  the  BLM  to  consider  any  action 
which  may  affect  traditional  Native  American  reli- 
gious beliefs  or  practices. 

The  BLM  is  presently  aware  of  only  one  site 
within  the  WSAs  that  is  actively  used  by  Native 
Americans  for  religious  practices.  This  site,  which 
involves  one  mile  of  vehicle  way  in  the  Big  Maria 
Mountains  Southern  Addition  WSA,  is  known  to 
require  access.  As  required  by  AIRFA,  the  BLM 
will  ensure  that  Native  Americans  using  this  site 
(and  any  others  that  are  identified  in  the  future) 
will  continue  to  have  access  in  the  event  of  wilder- 
ness designation.  Such  access  could  include  the 
use  of  motor  vehicles. 


Wildlife  Management 

Threatened  and  endangered  wildlife  and  plant 
species,  both  federal  and  state-listed,  and  their 
habitats  would  be  considered  as  required  by  law. 

Development  and  maintenance  of  wildlife  hab- 
itat improvements  in  the  WSAs  would  be  allowed 
if  deemed  necessary  by  state  and  federal  agen- 
cies. Improvements  must  both  enhance  wilder- 
ness values  and  meet  the  minimum  tool  criteria 
identified  in  BLM's  Wilderness  Management  Pol- 
icy (USDI-BLM  1981). 

No  new  road  construction  would  be  involved  in 
the  development  or  maintenance  of  any  wildlife 
habitat  improvements  within  the  WSAs. 

In  designated  wilderness  the  following  would 
apply  — 

—  travel  by  foot  or  horseback  would  be  the  pri- 
mary means  of  accessing  wildlife  habitat 
improvement  projects  for  design,  construc- 
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TABLE  2-3A 
SLTURAL  RESOURCE  SURVEYS 


WSA 


Sites  Potentially  Eligible  for 

Percent 

No.  of 

National  Register  of 

Total 

Acres 

Land 

Sites 

Historic  Places 

Acreage 

Surveyed 

Surveyed 

Recorded 

(Known  Sites)     (Estimates  only) 

Dead  Mountains  Northern 

Addition 

1,815 

0 

Dear  Mountains  Southern 

Addition 

630 

0 

Chemehuevi  Mountains  Addition 

195 

0 

Chemehuevi/Needles  Addition 

960 

0 

Needles  Eastern  Addition 

465 

0 

Crossman  Peak 

38,630 

10 

Mohave  Wash 

103,365 

650 

Whipple  Mountains  Addition 

1,380 

0 

Gibraltar  Mountain 

25,260 

1,900 

Planet  Peak 

17,645 

0 

Cactus  Plain 

70,360 

200 

Swansea 

41 ,690 

0 

East  Cactus  Plain 

13,735 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
3 
5 
0 

29 
0 

12 
3 
0 


Big  Maria  Mountains 
Northern  Addition 

Big  Maria  Mountains 


415 


Source:     Yuma  District  Files 
*=  Less  than  1% 


0 
0 
0 
0 
6 
5 
0 
1 
0 
2 
10 
2 


Southern  Addition 

1,420 

142 

10 

29 

14 

0 

South  Trigo  Mountains 

4,500 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Trigo  Mountains 

36,870 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Kofa  Unit  3  Southern 
Addition 

3,400 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Kofa  Unit  4  Northern 
Addition 

1,900 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Kofa  Unit  4  Southern  Addition 

11,220 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Little  Picacho  Peak 
Addition 

2,915 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Muggins  Mountains 

14,455 

0 

0 

0 

0 

22 


ALTERNATIVES 


tion,  monitoring  and  maintenance,  for 
conducting  inventory  and  for  monitoring 
threatened  and  endangered  species. 

if  motorized  vehicle,  including  helicopter,  is 
considered  the  minimum  tool  for  access, 
authorization  by  the  State  Director  would  be 
on  a  case-specific  basis. 

inventory  of,  maintenance  of  and  access  to 
projects  (exclosures  and  water  catchments) 
would  involve  nonmotorized  tools  and  be  on 
a  controlled  access  scheduled  basis  accord- 
ing to  each  wilderness  management  plan's 
schedule. 

helicopter  recovery  of  radio-collared  bighorn 
sheep  mortalities  would  be  allowed  in  emer- 
gency situations  where  helicopter  is  deter- 
mined to  be  the  minimum  tool  and  upon 
approval  of  the  authorized  officer  (according 
to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding 
between  Arizona  Game  and  Fish  Department 
and  Arizona  Bureau  of  Land  Management). 

power  tools  would  not  be  allowed  for  vegeta- 
tive plantingsand  construction  of  waterdevel- 
opments  and  vegetative  plantings,  although 
the  State  Director  may  approve  the  use  of  heli- 
copters for  transport  of  construction  materi- 
als to  a  water  development  site,  and  of 
selected  power  tools  for  construction/ 
vegetative  planting  when  helicopter  and 
power  tool  use  are  considered  the  minimum 
tool. 


Burro  Management 

Herd  management  area  plans  have  been  pre- 
pared for  wild  horse  and  burro  management  in  the 
Yuma  District  in  accordance  with  federal  regula- 
tion 43  CFR  4730.6  under  the  authority  of  the  Wild 
Free-Roaming  Horse  and  Burro  Act  of  1971 .  The 
plans  are  designed  to  protect,  manage  and  con- 
trol wild  free-roaming  horses  and  burros  in  a  par- 
ticular area  as  a  viable  herd  unit  without  resource 
degradation.  Wild  horses  and  burros  would  con- 
tinue to  be  managed  in  accordance  with  the  herd 
plans.  In  accordance  with  state  priorities,  excess 
animals  would  be  removed  as  necessary  to  pro- 
tect the  forage  resource,  prevent  environmental 
degradation,  minimize  competition  with  native 
species  and  remove  problem  animals. 

Within  the  WSAs  covered  by  herd  management 
area  plans,  wild  horses  and  burros  would  be  cap- 
tured once  a  year  until  the  herd  management  level 
is  reached  for  that  area.  After  that  time,  animals 
would  be  captured  every  two  to  four  years  on  a 
scheduled  basis  to  maintain  the  management 
level. 


Motorized  vehicles,  including  helicopters,  are 
the  primary  tool  for  access  into  WSAs  for  inven- 
tory and  capture.  After  designation,  temporary 
traps  and  corrals  would  be  located  outside  desig- 
nated wilderness  boundaries.  Wild  horsesand  bur- 
ros would  be  driven  from  the  units  by  helicopter 
and  wranglers.  The  State  Director  could  grant  an 
exception  if  animals  could  be  trapped  only  within 
the  unit. 

Burro  monitoring  plots  would  be  allowed  within 
designated  wilderness  if  deemed  necessary  by 
the  resource  area  biologists  and  as  authorized  by 
the  area  manager.  Access  to  plots  in  designated 
wilderness  would  be  accomplished  by  foot  or 
horseback. 

Exclosures  would  be  allowed  for  the  duration 
of  the  monitoring  study,  then  removed. 


Lands  Management 

Access  to  state  or  private  inholdings  would  be 
allowed  in  a  designated  wilderness.  Specific  man- 
agement actions  dealing  with  this  access  would 
be  addressed  in  the  wilderness  management  plan 
for  the  area. 

No  uses  or  actions  are  anticipated  to  occur  on 
state  and  private  inholdings  within  the  WSAs  in 
the  next  25  years. 

Projections  of  new  utility  construction  within 
designated  corridors  are  based  on  probable 
occurrences.  For  each  corridor,  it  has  been  pro- 
jected that  one  additional  facility  of  the  same  kind 
as  facilities  already  in  the  corridor  would  be  con- 
structed. 

New  utilities  would  not  be  constructed  in  corri- 
dorsegments  within  designated  wilderness  areas. 
Unless  otherwise  obstructed,  the  utilities  that  are 
projected  for  construction  in  corridors  that  over- 
lap WSAs  would  be  displaced  to  those  portions 
of  the  corridors  outside  of  the  WSAs  in  the  event 
of  wilderness  designation. 

In  cases  where  existing  powerlines  form  the 
boundary  of  designated  wilderness  areas,  access 
for  maintenance  would  be  prevented  on  the  side 
that  adjoins  the  wilderness. 

Unless  prevented  by  wilderness  designation, 
BLM's  proposed  transfer  of  a  3,325-acre  area  pres- 
ently within  the  Cactus  Plain  WSA  to  the  State  of 
Arizona  will  be  implemented. 

The  new  Parker  townsite  will  be  developed  in 
T.  7  N.,  R.  19  W.,  and  T.  8  N.,  R.  19  W.,  on  lands 
that  are  presently  either  owned  by  the  State  of  Ari- 
zona or  identified  by  BLM  for  transfer  to  Arizona. 
Development  for  this  townsite  could  extend  to 
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portions  of  the  3,325-acre  area  within  the  Cactus 
Plain  WSA  that  is  identified  for  transfer  to  Arizona. 

In  accordance  with  Department  of  the  Interior 
guidelines  (in  Section  613  of  the  Departmental 
Manual),  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawn  lands 
that  are  not  within  project  areas  are  managed  by 
BLM.  These  lands  are  subject  to  the  laws,  regula- 
tions and  policies  that  govern  BLM  —  including 
the  provisions  for  wilderness  review  of  all  BLM- 
managed  lands  that  are  in  Section  603  of  FLPMA. 

Wilderness  designation  will  normally  include 
the  revocation  of  any  existing  Bureau  of  Reclama- 
tion withdrawals.  As  a  result,  any  Bureau  of  Rec- 
lamation projects  that  are  proposed  on  such  lands 
will  be  precluded. 

Unless  prevented  by  wilderness  designation, 
the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Reclamation  will  develop  new 
quarry  operations  at  the  north  end  of  the  Cheme- 
huevi  Mountains.  This  development,  which  is  on 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawn  land,  will 
include  the  eastern  portion  of  the  Chemehuevi 
Mountains  Addition  WSA. 

No  other  Bureau  of  Reclamation  projects  are 
presently  proposed  on  withdrawn  lands  within  the 
Yuma  District  WSAs. 


Rangeland  Management 

Nine  WSAs  within  Yuma  District  have  one  or 
more  of  nine  grazing  allotments  and  one  grazing 
lease.  All  ten  were  established  prior  to  FLPMA  and 
are  covered  by  grandfathered  rights. 

In  the  short  term,  before  implementation  of 
allotment  management  plans  (AMPs)  and  wilder- 
ness management  plans  (WMPs),  grazing  use  on 
the  portions  of  the  grazing  allotments  and  lease 
within  WSAs  would  be  maintained  at  or  below  cur- 
rent levels  and  in  accordance  with  the  Yuma  Dis- 
trict Resource  Management  Plan  (RMP).  In  the 
long  term,  grazing  use  would  be  governed  by  the 
management  prescriptions  in  the  AMPs  and 
WMPs. 

Increases  in  livestock  use  would  be  allowed 
when  multiple-use  monitoring  data  clearly  indi- 
cate that  additional  forage  is  available  and  can  be 
grazed  without  impairment  of  wilderness  values 
or  damage  to  other  multipie-use  resources  or 
values.  Fluctuations  in  livestock  numbers, 
changes  in  kind  or  class  of  livestock  or  seasons 
of  use  would  be  possible  on  all  allotments  (WO 
IM  No.  87-142;  87-100)  when  supported  by  the 
conclusion  of  an  environmental  assessment  (EA). 

Existing  range  improvement  facilities  within 
WSAs  would  be  maintained,  as  needed,  by  individ- 
ual grazing  allottees  and  lessees  under  provisions 


of  the  range  improvement  permit  or  cooperative 
agreement  under  which  each  program  was  autho- 
rized and  the  site-specific  management  prescrip- 
tions contained  within  the  AMP  and  WMP. 

Vehicle  use  would  be  subject  to  the  restrictions 
of  the  "minimum  tool"  policy.  Restrictions  would 
be  placed  on  the  customary  use  of  motorized  ve- 
hicles by  livestock  operators  for  transportation  to 
check  on  livestock  and  water  facilities,  haul  salt, 
conduct  monitoring  studies  and  supervise  graz- 
ing use  (AZ-87-55;  BLM  Manual  8560).  Emer- 
gency vehicle  use  would  be  as  specified  in  the  wil- 
derness management  plan  for  the  specific  unit. 


Projected  Uses  and  Management 
Actions,  by  WSA 

Following  are  the  expected  uses  and  manage- 
ment actions  for  each  WSA.  These  were  deter- 
mined by  BLM  specialists  from  available  informa- 
tion and  from  their  own  experience. 

If  a  portion  of  a  WSA  is  recommended  for  des- 
ignation as  wilderness,  all  projected  resource 
uses  and  management  actions  in  the  recom- 
mended portion  will  be  discussed  first  and  then 
all  projected  resource  uses  and  management 
actions  for  the  nonrecommended  portion  next. 

DEAD  MOUNTAINS 

NORTHERN  ADDITION 

(AZ-050-01)  -  1,815  acres 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  1,815  acres 
to  other  multiple  use  management  uses  (Map 
2-1). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  four  miles  of 
trails  in  eight  washes. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  375  visitor  days  per  year  (VDY) 
from  the  present  250  VDY  (225  VDY  motor- 
ized; 25  VDY  nonmotorized) 

—  be  mostly  motorized  (325  VDY,  87  percent), 
e.g.,  recreational  4-wheeling  and  hunter 
access 

—  include  50  visitor  days  of  nonmotorized  use, 
e.g.,  day  hiking 
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DEAD  MOUNTAINS  SOUTHERN 
ADDITION  5-2 

ALTERNATIVES 
NO   WILDERNESS   /  ALL   WILDERNESS 

PROPOSED  ACTION:     NO  WILDERNESS 


ALTERNATIVES 


Lands  Management  Actions.  Construction  of 
four  miles  of  powerline  (west  of  the  existing  line) 
is  projected  within  the  utility  corridor  that  over- 
laps the  area's  eastern  edge,  disturbing  ten  acres. 

No     other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
as  wilderness  all  1,815  acres  (Map  2-1). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Four  miles  of 
trails  in  eight  washes  would  be  closed  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  decrease  to  50  visitor  days  per  year  from  the 
present  250  VDY 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  rock- 
hounding,  hunting 

No     other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
the  entire  630  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-1). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Two  miles  of 
trails  in  three  washes  would  be  closed  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  decrease  to  50  VDY  from  the  present  200  VDY 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  rock- 
hounding 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


CHEMEHUEVI  MOUNTAINS 

ADDITION 

(AZ-050-03)  -  195  Acres 


DEAD  MOUNTAINS 
SOUTHERN  ADDITION 
(AZ-050-02)  -  630  acres 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  195  acres  to 
other  resource  uses  (Map  2-2). 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  the  entire 
630  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-1). 


The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Recreation  use 
is  projected  to  — 


—  increase  to  20  VDY  from  the  present  10  VDY 
The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated.         —    be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  rock- 
hounding 

—  be  confined  to  the  unit's  west  half  to  avoid 
quarry  operations 

No    motorized    recreation    use    is    projected 
because  of  no  physical  access  in  the  area. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  two  miles  of 
trails  in  three  desert  washes. 


Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  300  VDY  from  the  present  200 
VDY  (160  VDY  motorized;  40  VDY  nonmoto- 
rized) 

—  be  mostly  motorized  (250  VDY,  83  percent), 
e.g.,  recreational  4-wheeling  and  hunter 
access 

—  50  VDY  of  day  hiking  and  similar  nonmoto- 
rized activities 

Lands  Management  Actions.  Construction  of 
two  miles  of  a  powerline  is  projected  within  the 
half-mile  wide  corridor  that  overlaps  the  eastern 
edge  of  the  WSA,  disturbing  five  acres. 


Lands  Management  Actions.  Construction  a  nat- 
ural gas  pipeline  (south  of  the  existing  pipeline) 
is  projected  within  the  designated  corridor  that 
overlaps  the  northern  edge  of  the  WSA,  disturbing 
2.5  acres. 

Bureau  of  Reclamation  development  of  a  riprap 
quarry  and  haul  road  is  projected  in  east  side  of 
unit,  disturbing  85  acres. 

No  other  resource  management  actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 
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CHEMEHUEVI  MOUNTAINS 
ADDITION  5-3 

ALTERNATIVES 

NO    WILDERNESS   /    ALL   WILDERNESS 

PROPOSED  ACTION.      NO  WILDERNESS 

CHEMEHUEVI/NEEDLES  ADDITION  5-4 

ALTERNATIVES 
NO  WILDERNESS  /  ALL  WILDERNESS 

PROPOSED  ACTION:  ALL  WILDERNESS 


ALTERNATIVES 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
the  entire  195  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-2). 


NEEDLES  EASTERN  ADDITION 
(AZ-050-05B)  -  465  Acres 


The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated.         Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Recreation  use 
is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  20  VDY  from  the  present  10  VDY 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  rock- 
hounding 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


CHEMEHUEVI/NEEDLES  ADDITION 
(AZ-050-04)  -  960  Acres 

Proposed  Action/All  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  designate  all  960 
acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-2). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Recreation  use 
is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  20  VDY  from  the  present  10  VDY 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  rock- 
hounding,  small  game  hunting 

No  other  resource  management  actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 

No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return  960 
acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-2). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Recreation  use 
is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  20  VDY  from  the  present  10  VDY 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  rock- 
hounding,  small  game  hunting 

No  motorized  recreation  use  is  projected 
because  of  no  motor  vehicle  access  under  present 
RMP  management  prescriptions. 

No  other  resource  management  actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


The  Proposed  Action  would  return  the  entire 
465  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-3). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  one-half  mile 
on  two  vehicle  ways  and  a  one-half  mile  trail  up 
a  desert  wash. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  1 00  VDY  from  the  present  50  VDY 
(45  VDY  motorized;  five  VDY  nonmotorized) 

—  be  mostly  motorized  (90  percent)  e.g.,  recre- 
ational 4-wheeling,  camping  and  hunter 
access 

—  be  10  percent  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
all  465  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-3). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  One-half  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  and  one-half  mile  of  trail  in  a  wash 
would  be  closed  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  remain  at  50  VDY,  with  a  tenfold  increase  in 
nonmotorized  recreation  use  offsetting  a  45 
VDY  loss  in  motorized  recreation  use 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  rock- 
hounding,  small  game  hunting 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


GROSSMAN  PEAK 
(AZ-050-07B)  -  38,630  Acres 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  wodld  designate  30,165 
acres  as  wilderness  and  return  the  other  8,465 
acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-4). 
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ALTERNATIVES 


The  proposed   boundaries  were  established 
to  — 

—  allow  for  a  powerline  right-of-way  (500  feet 
on  west) 

—  retain  highest  wilderness  quality  lands  and 
natural  scenic  area  in  designated  wilderness 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  designated  area. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  designated  area. 
Within  these  areas,  the  following  mines  (on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights)  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Type 

Size 

Access 

Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

Ug' 

small 

cherrystemmed  road 

T.  14  N.,  R.  19  W., 
sec.  12,  NW'/< 

5 

Ug 

small 

one  mile  of  new 
1 2-foot-wide  road 

T.  14  N.,  R.  19  W.. 
sec.  11 

5 

ug 

moderate 

existing  vehicle 
way 

T.  14  N.,  R.  19  W., 
sec.  12,  EV6 

50 

ug 

moderate 

upgrade  of  .5  mile 
of  1 2-foot-wide 
road  in  cherrystem 

T.  14  N.,  R.  18  W., 
sec.  19  and  R.  19  W., 
sec.  24 

50 

Ug* 

moderate 

cherrystemmed  road 

T.  14  N.,  R.  18  W., 
sec.  30 

50 

Total 

160 

*  Reactivate  to  redevelop  the  inferred  reserves 
in  Dutch  Flat  mines  group 

1  Ug  =  Underground 

All  locations  are  GSRM.  (See  Glossary.) 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Ten  and  one- 
half  miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  be  closed  to 
motorized  recreation  use 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  2,000  VDY  from  the  present  1 ,250 
VDY  because  of 

1.  location  near  Lake  Havasu  City 

2.  its  topographically  imposing  mountain 
range 

3.  its  scenic  diversity 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  horseback  riding, 
day  hiking,  overnight  backpacking,  sightsee- 
ing, wildlife  observation  and  photography 

Motorized  recreation  use  is  projected  to  decrease 
from  1,000  VDY  to  0  VDY. 

A  wilderness  permit  system  would  be  estab- 
lished to  — 


—  limit  visitor  party  size  to  10  people  in/near  big- 
horn lambing  grounds  from  January  1  to 
June  30,  to  protect  bighorn  lambing  activity 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  One  existing  wild- 
life water  catchment  would  be  maintained  as  nec- 
essary, with  access  by  helicopter 

An  apron  water  catchment  for  bighorn  sheep  is 
projected  to  be  built  in  T.  15  N.,  R.  18  W.,  sec.  32, 
NWn,  disturbing  one  acre. 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  8,465  acres  returned  to  other  resource  uses. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  two  and  one- 
half  miles  of  vehicle  ways 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  3,000  VDY  from  present  1,250 
VDY 

—  be  mostly  motorized  (2,500  VDY),  e.g.,  recre- 
ational 4-wheeling,  hunter  access,  recre- 
ational mining,  rockhounding  and  sightsee- 
ing 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  A  wildlife  water 
development  at  Tule  Springs  would  be  main- 
tained as  necessary. 


Lands  Management  Actions.  The  powerline  that 
forms  the  WSA's  western  boundary  would  be 
accessed  for  maintenance  along  its  east  side, 
from  within  the  nondesignated  area. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
all  38,630  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-5). 
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ALTERNATIVES 


The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 


Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high 
mineral  potential  are  included  in  the  WSA.  Within 
these  areas,  the  following  mines  (on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights)  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Type  Size 


Access 


Location 


Acres 
Disturbed 


Ug    small         cherrystemmed  road      T.  14  N.,  R.  19  W., 


Ug 
Ug 

ug 


small 


one  mile  of  new 
12-foot  wide  road 


moderate  existing  vehicle 
way 

moderate  upgrade  of  .5  mile 
of  12-foot-wide 
road  in  cherrystem 

Ug*   moderate  cherrystemmed 

road 
Total 


sec.  12,  NW/4 

T.  14  N.,  R.  19  W., 
sec.  1 1 

T.  14  N.,  R.  19  W. 
sec.  12,'E1/! 

T.  14  N.,  R.  18  W., 
sec.  19  and  R.  19  W., 
sec.  24 

T.  14  N.,  R.  18  W„ 
sec.  30 


5 

5 

50 

SO 

50 
160 


*  Reactivate  to  redevelop  the  inferred  reserves 
in  Dutch  Flat  mines  group 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Thirteen  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  would  be  closed  to  motorized  rec- 
reation use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  remain  at  2500  VDY,  but  would  be  all  nonmot- 
orized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  rockhounding,  small 
game  hunting,  backpacking,  horseback  rid- 
ing 

—  mostly  come  from  nearby  Lake  Havasu  City 

Motorized  recreation  use  is  projected  to  decrease 
from  1,250  VDY  to  0  VDY. 

A  wilderness  permit  system  would  be  estab- 
lished to  — 

—  limit  visitor  party  size  to  10  persons  in/near 
bighorn  lambing  grounds  from  January  1  to 
June  30  to  protect  bighorn  lambing  activity 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Existing  wildlife 
water  developments  would  be  maintained  as  nec- 
essary, in  accordance  with  BLM's  Wilderness 
Management  Policy.  (See  Chapter  2  -  Assump- 
tions.). 

A  wildlife  water  development  (dam  or  pothole) 
is  projected  to  be  built  in  accordance  with  BLM's 
Wilderness  Management  Policy  in  T.  15  N.,  R.  18 
W.,  sec.  32,  NW/4,  disturbing  one  acre. 


Lands  Management  Actions.  Maintenance  access 
would  be  prohibited  along  the  eastside  of  the  pow- 
erline  that  forms  the  area's  western  boundary. 

Wo    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 

No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return 
38,630  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-5). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  WSA.  Within 
these  areas,  the  following  mines  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Type  Size 


Access 


Location 


Acres 
Disturbed 


Ug    small         cherrystemmed  road 


Ug    small 


one  mile  of  new 
12-foot  wide  road 


Ug    moderate  existing  vehicle 
way 

Ug    moderate  upgrade  of  .5  mile 
of  12-foot  wide 
road  in  cherrystem 

Ug*  moderate  cherrystemmed  road 

Ug*  moderate  cherrystemmed  road 

Ug*  moderate  cherrystemmed  road 
Total 


T.  14  N.,  R.  19  W., 
sec.  12,  NW% 

T.  14  N.,  R.  19  W„ 
sec.  11 

T.  14  N.,  R.  19  W., 
sec.  12,  B% 

T.  14  N.,  R.  18  W., 
sec.  19  and  R.  19  W., 
sec.  24 

T.  14  N„  R.  18  W., 
sec.  30 

T.  14  N.,  R.  18  W., 
sec.  20 

T.  14  N.,  R.  18  W., 
sec.  7,  W% 


5 

5 

50 

50 

50 

50 

50 
50 

260 


*  Reactivate  to  redevelop  the  inferred  reserves 
in  Dutch  Flat  mines  group 

Three  comprehensive  exploration   programs 
would  disturb  six  acres. 


All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  1 3  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  one  mile  of  new  mining  roads,  and 
would  be  prohibited  in  part  of  the  northern  sec- 
tion from  January  1  to  June  30  of  each  year  for 
bighorn  sheep  lambing  season. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  5000  VDY  from  the  present  2500 
1,250  VDY  motorized;  1,250  VDY  nonmoto- 
rized) 

—  be  about  half  vehicle-based,  e.g.,  recreational 
4-wheeling,  hunter  access,  recreational  min- 
ing, rockhounding,  sightseeing 
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—  be  about  half  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  horseback 
riding,  day  hiking,  overnight  backpacking, 
sightseeing,  wildlife  photography 

Increases  in  overall  recreation  use  would  be 
due  to  — 

—  nearness  of  Lake  Havasu  City 

—  topographically  imposing  mountain  range 

—  scenically  diverse  area 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  A  new  apron  water 
catchment  for  bighorn  sheep  is  projected  to  be 
built  in  T.  15  N.,  R.  18  W.,  sec.  32,  NW%,  disturbing 
one  acre. 

An  existing  water  catchment,  spring  develop- 
ments, and  the  new  apron  catchment  would  be 
maintained  using  motorized  equipment. 


Lands  Management  Actions.  The  powerline  that 
forms  the  area's  western  boundary  would  be 
accessed  for  maintenance  along  its  east  side, 
from  within  the  WSA. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


MOHAVE  WASH 

(AZ-050-07C/050-48/020-52) 

-  103,365  Acres 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  all  103,365 
acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-6). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  WSA.  Within 
these  areas,  the  following  mines  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Type  Size 

Access 

Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

Su    moderate 

cherrystemmed  road 

T.  12  N.,  R.  17  W., 
sec.  26  SV4,  sec.  34  N'A 

300 

Su    small 

cherrystemmed  road 

T.  12  N.,  R.  17  W., 
sec.  28  S14 

50 

Total 

350 

Two  general  exploration  programs  are 
projected  — 

—  in  the  northern  portion  of  Castaneda  Hills,  T. 
13  N.,  R.  16  W.,  section  19,  and  T.  13  N.,  R. 
17  W.,  section  25,  disturbing  one-half  acre 

—  in  the  Little  Black  Mountain  area,  T.  11  N.,  R. 
17  W.,  sections  1,  8  and  12,  disturbing  one 
acre 

Two  comprehensive  exploration  programs  are 
projected  — 

—  in  the  Paloma  Wash  area,  T.  12  N.,  R.  17  W., 
sections  26  and  34,  disturbing  five  acres 

—  in  the  Paloma  Wash  area,  T.  12  N.,  R.  17  W., 
section  28,  disturbing  2.5  acres 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 

Approximately  960  acres  of  federal  mineral 
estate  within  the  area  are  under  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation withdrawal. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  50  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways,  and  prohibited  from  January  1  to  June 
30  of  each  year  in  one  portion  because  of  bighorn 
sheep  lambing  areas. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  5,000  VDY  from  the  present  2,000 
VDY  (1 ,900  VDY  motorized;  1 00  VDY  non mot- 
orized) 

—  be  mostly  (95  percent)  motorized,  e.g.,  recre- 
ational 4-wheeling,  hunter  access,  recre- 
ational mining,  rockhounding,  vehicle-based 
camping,  sightseeing 

—  be  about  5  percent  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  horse- 
back riding,  day  hiking,  overnight  backpack- 
ing, sightseeing,  wildlife  observation,  photog- 
raphy 

Nonmotorized  recreation  use  is  projected  to 
increase  to  250  VDY  from  the  present  100  VDY. 


Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Releases  of  big- 
horn sheep  in  the  unit  — 

—  to  establish  and  maintain  a  healthy  and  stable 
herd 

—  would  require  use  of  helicopters  and  motor 
vehicles 

—  release  size  would  be  15-25  animals 

—  average  frequency  would  be  3  years 

Currently  in  the  area  and  to  be  maintained 
are  — 

—  two  apron  water  catchments 

—  one  pothole  development 

—  one  spring 
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ALTERNATIVES 


Developments  that  are  projected  to  be  built  in 
the  area  include  — 

—  two  apron  water  catchments  (T.  12  N.,  R.  17 
W.,  sec.  19,  SW1/4  and  T.  13  N.,  R.  17  W.,  sec. 
31,  NW%) 

—  buried  collection  box  (with  pipeline  to  a  stor- 
age tank)  added  to  one  spring 

—  two  new  dams  or  pothole  developments  (T. 
13  N.,  R.  17  W.,  sec.  17,  SE1/4  and  T.  12  N.,  R. 
18  W.,  sec.  14,  NE%) 

—  one  livestock  exclosure  around  riparian  vege- 
tation at  Mohave  Springs  (T.  13  N.,  R.  17  W., 
sec.  19,  SWV4) 

Total  disturbance  is  eight  acres. 


Lands  Management  Actions.  A  new  powerl  i  ne  sec- 
tion (three  miles)  is  projected  to  be  built  in  the  %- 
mile-wide  portion  of  the  utility  corridor  that  over- 
laps the  southwest  edge  of  the  WSA,  disturbing 
7.5  acres. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
the  entire  103,365  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-6). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  WSA.  Within 
these  areas,  the  following  mines  (on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights)  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Releases  of  big- 


Type  Size          Access 

Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

Su     moderate  cherrystemmed  road 

T.  12  N.,  R.  17  W., 
sec.  26  SV4,  sec.  34  NV£ 

300 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 

Approximately  960  acres  of  federal  mineral 
estate  within  the  area  are  under  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation withdrawal. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Fifty  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  be  closed  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  decrease  to  250  VDY  from  the  present  2,000 
VDY 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  rock- 
hounding,  small  game  hunting,  backpacking 


Wildlife  Management  Actions. 

horn  sheep  in  the  unit  — 

—  to  establish  and  maintain  a  healthy  and  stable 
herd 

—  would  require  use  of  helicopters  and  motor 
vehicles 

—  release  size  would  be  15-25  animals 

—  average  frequency  would  be  three  years 

Currently  in  the  area  and  to  be  maintained 
are  — 

—  two  apron  water  catchments 

—  one  pothole  development 

—  one  spring 

Developments  that  are  projected  to  be  built  in 
the  area  include  — 

—  buried  collection  box  (with  pipeline  to  a  stor- 
age tank)  added  to  one  spring 

—  two  new  dams  or  pothole  developments  (T. 
13  N.,  R.  17  W.,  sec.  17,  SEtt  and  T.  12  N.,  R. 
18  W.,  sec.  14,  NE1/4) 

—  redesign  of  two  apron  water  catchments  as 
dams  or  potholes  (T.  12  N.,  R.  17  W.,  sec.  19, 
SW1/4  and  T.  13  N.,  R.  17  W.,  sec.  31,  NW1A) 

—  onelivestockexclosurearound  riparian  vege- 
tation at  Mohave  Springs  (T.  13  N.,  R.  17  W., 
sec.  19,  SW1/4) 

All  work  would  be  in  compliance  with  Wilderness 
Management  Policy  nonimpairment  criteria,  dis- 
turbing three  acres  total. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


Partial  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  would  desig- 
nate 55,018  acres  as  wilderness  and  return  48,347 
acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-7A). 

The  proposed  boundaries  were  established 
to  — 

—  allow  cherrystemming  of  vehicle  ways  used 
for  public  access 

—  follow  geographic  features 

—  allow  easy  access  for  maintenance  of  existing 
wildlife  water  catchments 

—  allow  easy  access  from  developed  areas  near 
west  boundary 

—  eliminate  areas  with  highest  mineral  potential 
from  wilderness  designation 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  designated  area. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Ten  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  be  closed  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use 
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ALTERNATIVES 


Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

-  increase  to  200  VDY  from  the  present  80  VDY 

-  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  horseback  riding, 
day  hiking,  overnight  backpacking,  sightsee- 
ing, wildlife  observation  photography 

-  account  for  about  four  percent  of  the  recre- 
ational use  of  the  entire  WSA 


Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Releases  of  big- 
horn sheep  in  the  designated  area  — 

—  to  establish  and  maintain  a  healthy  and  stable 
herd 

—  would  require  use  of  helicopters  and  motor 
vehicles 

—  release  size  would  be  15-25  animals 

—  average  frequency  would  be  three  years 

Currently  in  the  area  and  to  be  maintained 
are  — 

—  one  apron  water  catchment 

—  one  pothole  development 

Developments  that  are  projected  to  be  built  in 
the  area  include  — 

—  one  pothole  development  (T.  13  N.,  R.  17  W., 
sec.  17,  SEVi)  disturbing  .5  acre 

—  redesign  of  one  apron  water  catchment  as 
dam  or  pothole  (T.  12  N.,  R.  17  W.,  sec.  19, 
SW1/4)  disturbing  one-half  acre 

All  work  would  be  in  accordance  with  the  nonim- 
pairment  criteria  in  BLM's  Wilderness  Manage- 
ment Policy.  (See  Chapter  2  -  Assumptions.) 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  48,347  acres  returned  to  other  resource 
uses. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  nondesignated 
area.  Within  these  areas,  the  following  mines  are 
projected  for  development  — 


Type  Size          Access 

Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

Su1    moderate  cherrystemmed  road 

T.  12  N.,  R.  17  W., 
sec.  26  S%,  sec.  34  N% 

300 

Su    small         cherrystemmed  road 

T.  12  N.,  R.  17  W„ 
sec.  28  SW% 

50 

Total 

350 

1  Su  =  Surface  mine 

One  comprehensive  exploration  program  is  pro- 
jected in  the  Paioma  Wash  area,  disturbing  three 
acres. 


One  general  exploration  program  is  projected 
in  in  the  Little  Black  Mountain  area  (T.  11  N.,  R. 
17  W.,  sees.  1  and  12),  disturbing  one  acre. 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  forty  miles  of 
vehicle  ways,  with  a  portion  of  the  area  closed  for 
bighorn  sheep  lambing  each  year  between  Janu- 
ary 1  and  June  30. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  4,800  VDY  from  the  present  1 ,920 
VDY 

—  be  mostly  (4,750  VDY)  motorized,  e.g.,  recre- 
ational 4-wneeling,  hunter  access,  recre- 
ational mining,  rockhounding,  vehicle  based 
camping  and  sightseeing  (an  increase  from 
1,900  VDY) 

—  account  for  about  96  percent  of  the  recre- 
ational use  of  the  entire  WSA 

Nonmotorized  recreation  use  is  projected  to 
increase  to  50  VDY  from  the  present  20  VDY. 


Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Currently  in  the 
area  and  to  be  maintained  are  — 

—  one  apron  water  catchment 

—  one  spring  development  which  would  be 
improved  by  buried  collection  box  with  pipe- 
line leading  to  a  storage  tank 

Wildlife  water  developments  that  are  projected 
to  be  built  in  the  nondesignated  area  include  — 

—  one  apron  catchment  (T.  13  N.,  R.  17  W.,  sec. 
31,  NWVi),  disturbing  1.5  acres 

—  one  pothole  development  (T.  12  N.,  R.  18  W., 
sec.  14,  NEVi)  disturbing  0.5  acres 

Construction  and  maintenance  of  these  develop- 
ments would  be  accomplished  using  appropriate 
motorized  and  nonmotorized  equipment. 

One  livestock  exclosure  is  projected  to  be  con- 
structed around  riparian  vegetation  at  Mohave 
Springs  (T.  13  N.,  R.  17  W.,  sec.  19,  SW1/4). 


Lands  Management  Actions.  A  new  powerl  i  ne  sec- 
tion (three  miles)  is  projected  to  be  built  in  the  half- 
mile-wide  portion  of  the  utility  corridor  that  over- 
laps the  southwest  edge  of  the  WSA,  disturbing 
7.5  acres. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 
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ALTERNATIVES 


WHIPPLE  MOUNTAINS  ADDITION 
(AZ-050-10)  -  1,380  Acres 


Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  remain  at  60  VDY 

—  be  all  motorized 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  designate  1,260 
acres  as  wilderness  and  return  120  acres  to  other 
resource  uses  (Map  2-8). 

The  proposed  boundaries  were  established 
to  — 

—    allow  for  powerline  right-of-way  (500  feet  on 
east) 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  designated  area. 


Lands  Management  Actions.  The  powerline  that 
forms  the  eastern  boundary  of  the  WSA  would  be 
accessed  for  maintenance  along  its  west  side, 
from  within  the  nondesignated  area. 

Wo    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  Alternative  would  designate 
all  1,380  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-9). 


Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  designated  area. 
Within  these  areas,  the  following  mines  (on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights)  are  projected  for 
development  — 

Acres 
Type  Size  Access  Location  Disturbed 


The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  WSA.  Within 
these  areas,  the  following  mines  (on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights)  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Su     small  0.75  mile  of  new  and       T.  3  N.,  R.  26  E., 

upgraded  12-foot-wide      sec.  21,  EVi 
road 

Su  moderate  0.5  mile  of  new  and  T.  3  N.,  R.  26  E., 
upgraded  12-foot-wide  sec.  27,  NEVi 
road 

Total 


50 


300 


350 


All  locations  are  SBM.  (See  Glossary.) 

All  of  the  federal  mineral  estate  within  the  area 
is  under  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawal. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  One-half  mile 
of  trails  (in  desert  washes)  would  be  closed  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  95  VDY  from  the  present  40  VDY 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  rock- 
hounding,  sightseeing,  bighorn  sheep  view- 
ing, photography,  backpacking 

Motorized  recreation  use  is  projected  to  decrease 
from  10  VDY  to  0  VDY. 


The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  120  acres  returned  to  other  resources. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  one-half  mile 
of  trails. 


Type  Size 


Access 


Location 


Acres 
Disturbed 


Su     small         0.75  mile  of  new  and      T.  3  N.,  R.  26  E., 
upgraded  12-foot-wide      sec  21,  EVi 
road 

Su  moderate  0.5  mile  of  new  and  T.  3  N.,  R.  26  E., 
upgraded  12-foot-wide  sec.  27,  NEVi 
road 

Total 


50 


300 


350 


All  locations  are  SBM. 

All  of  the  federal  mineral  estate  within  the  area 
is  under  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawal. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  One  mile  of 
trails  (in  desert  washes)  would  be  closed  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  remain  at  100  VDY 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  rock- 
hounding,  sightseeing,  bighorn  sheep  view- 
ing, photography,  backpacking 

Lands  Management  Actions.  Maintenance  access 
would  be  prohibited  along  the  west  side  of  the 
powerline  that  forms  the  area's  eastern  boundary. 

No     other    resource     management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 
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No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return  all 
1,380  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-9). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  WSA.  Within 
these  areas,  the  following  mines  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Acres 
Type  Size  Access  Location  Disturbed 


Su     small  0.75  mile  of  new  and       T.3  N.,  R.26  E., 

upgraded  1 2-foot-wide      sec  21 ,  EVS 
road 

Su    moderate  1  mile  of  new  and  T.3  N.,  R.26  E., 

upgraded  12-foot-wide      sec  27,  NEK. 
road 

Total 


50 


300 


350 


All  locations  are  SBM. 

All  of  the  federal  mineral  estate  within  the  area 
is  under  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawal. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  about  one  mile 
of  trails  in  desert  washes  and  1.75  miles  of  new 
mining  roads 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  200  VDY  from  the  present  100 
VDY  (60  VDY  motorized;  40  VDY  nonmoto- 
rized) 

—  be  60  percent  (125  VDY)  motorized,  e.g.,  rec- 
reational 4-wheeling,  hunter  access 

—  be  40  percent  (75  VDY)  nonmotorized,  e.g., 
day  hiking,  sightseeing,  bighorn  sheep  view- 
ing, photography,  rockhounding 

Lands  Management  Actions.  The  powerline  that 
forms  the  eastern  boundary  of  WSA  would  be 
accessed  for  maintenance  along  its  west  side, 
from  within  the  WSA. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


GIBRALTAR  MOUNTAIN 
(AZ-050-12)  -  25,260  Acres 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  designate  18,805 
acres  as  wilderness  and  return  6,455  acres  to 
other  resource  uses  (Map  2-10). 


The  proposed   boundaries  were  established 
to  — 

—  reduce  conflicts  with  high  potential  mineral 
areas  on  west  boundary 

—  improve   recreation   access   on   southwest 
boundary 

—  improve  recreation  access  on  eastern  bound- 
ary 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  designated  area. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  designated  area. 
Within  these  areas,  the  following  mines  (on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights)  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Type  Size  Access  Location  Disturbed 


Ug    small 


0.5  mile  of  new 
1 2-foot-wide  road 


T.  10  N.,  R.  17  W., 
sec.  30,  SV4 


All  locations  are  GSRM. 

Approximately  2,200  acres  of  federal  mineral 
estate  within  the  area  are  under  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation withdrawal. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Fifteen  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  be  closed  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  decrease  to  1 50  VDY  from  880  VDY  (800  VDY 
motorized;  80  VDY  nonmotorized) 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  bighorn 
sheep  viewing,  photography,  rockhounding 

A  wilderness  permit  system  would  be  estab- 
lished to  — 

—  limit  visitor  party  size  to  1 0  people  in/near  big- 
horn sheep  lambing  grounds  from  January  1 
to  June  30  to  protect  bighorn  sheep  lambing 
activity. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Occasional  clean- 
ing and  resealing  of  a  tunnel  water  catchment  in 
southern  part 

—  access  by  foot  or  horseback 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  6,455  acres  returned  to  other  resource  uses. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high 
mineral  potential  are  included  in  the  nondesig- 
nated  area.  Within  these  areas,  the  following 
mines  are  projected  for  development  — 
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Type  Size           Access 

Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

Ug    moderate  0.5  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N„  R.  18  W., 
sec  21 ,  NW%  and  sec  20 

50 

Ug    moderate  1.0  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  18  W„ 
sec  19  and  30 

50 

Total 

100 

One  comprehensive  exploration  program  is  pro- 
jected in  T.  10  N.,  R.  18  W„  sections  19,  20  and 
21,  disturbing  three  acres. 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 

Approximately  160  acres  of  federal  mineral 
estate  within  the  area  are  under  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation withdrawal. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  two  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  1.5  miles  of  new  mining  roads. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  1,400  VDY  from  the  present  120 
VDY  (100  VDY  motorized;  20  VDY  nonmoto- 
rized) 

—  be  96  percent  (1,350  VDY)  motorized,  e.g., 
4-wheeling  and  hunter  access 

—  be  4  percent  (50  VDY)  nonmotorized,  e.g., 
day  hiking,  bighorn  sheep  viewing,  photogra- 
phy, rockhounding 

Lands  Management  Actions.  New  powerline  (2.5 
miles)  is  projected  to  be  built  in  the  half-mile-wide 
portion  of  the  utility  corridor  that  overlaps  the  part 
of  the  WSA  not  designated  as  wilderness,  disturb- 
ing 6.25  acres. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
all  25,260  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-11). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  WSA.  Within 
these  areas,  the  following  mines  (on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights)  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Type  Size 

Access 

Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

Ug     moderate  0.5  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 

T.10N.,  R.  18  W, 
sec21,NW'/«, 
and  sec  20 

50 

Ug    small 

1.0  mile  of  new 
12-foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  18  W., 
sec  19 

5 

Ug    small 

1.0  mile  of  new 
12-foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  18  W., 
sec  30 

5 

Ug    small 

0.5  mile  of  new 
1 2-foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  17  W., 
sec  30,  S% 

5 

Total 

65 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 

Approximately  2,360  acres  of  federal  mineral 
estate  within  the  area  are  under  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation withdrawal. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Seventeen 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  be  closed  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  decrease  to  200  VDY  from  the  current  1,000 
VDY  (900  VDY  motorized;  100  VDY  nonmot- 
orized) 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  rock- 
hounding,  hunting,  bighorn  sheep  viewing, 
photography,  backpacking 

A  wilderness  permit  system  would  be  estab- 
lished to  — 

—  limit  visitor  party  size  to  1 0  people  in/near  big- 
horn sheep  lambing  grounds  from  January  1 
to  June  30  to  protect  bighorn  sheep  lambing 
activity. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Occasional  clean- 
ing and  resealing  of  a  tunnel  water  catchment  in 
southern  part  — 

—  access  by  foot  or  horseback 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


47 


MAP   2-1  1 


T11N 
T10N 


i 


T10N 
T9N 


R19W       R18W 


R18W        R17W 


WRA          —  —              PRIVATE       K//^ 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  —  Yuma  District 

BASEMAPC  ADOT 

PUBLIC    r~~l              OTHER          B&SSSa 

STATE      I            I 

RECLAMATION   WITHDRAWAL   |£££S£| 

0                   I                    2                   3                   4 

GIBRALTAR  MOUNTAIN  5-12 

I                    I                     I                     I                    I 

ALTERNATIVES 

SCALE    IN    MILES 

NO    WILDERNESS  /    ALL  WILDERNESS 

SPECIAL    MANAGEMENT    AREA 
(SAME    AS    WSA) 

UTILITY    CORRIDOR 


■n 


JUNE   1988 


PROPOSED    LAND    ACQUISITIONS     1 


MAP    2-1  1A 


T11N 
T10N 


i 

I 


T10N 
T9N 


R19W       R18W 


R18W        R17W 


NONFEDERAL   MINERAL 


— I 


U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  —  Yuma  District 


BASEMAPC  ADOT 


""""M^^^" 


GIBRALTAR  MOUNTAIN  5-12 


JUNE    1988 


ALTERNATIVES 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return  all 
25,260  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-11). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  with  identi- 
fied high  mineral  potential  and  areas  in  which 
high  mineral  potential  could  be  identified  through 
exploration  programs  are  included  in  the  WSA. 
Within  these  areas,  the  following  mines  are  pro- 
jected for  development  — 


Type 

Size           Access 

Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

ug 

moderate  0.5  mile  of  new 

1 2-foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  18  W., 
sec  21,  NW%andsec20 

50 

Ug 

moderate  1 .0  mile  of  new 

1 2-foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  18  W., 
sec  19  and  30 

50 

Su 

moderate  4.0  miles  of  new 
20-foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N„  R.  18  W„ 
sec  26,  SW14 

300 

Ug 

small         0.75  mile  of  new 
1 2-foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  17  W., 
sec  30,  SV4 

5 

Total 

«05 

Two  general  exploration  programs  are  pro- 
jected on  the  central  north-south  core,  disturbing 
three  acres. 

One  comprehensive  program  is  projected,  as 
described  in  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  disturbing  three  acres. 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 

Approximately  2,360  acres  of  federal  mineral 
estate  within  the  area  are  under  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation withdrawal. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  — 

—  restricted  to  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  6.25 
miles  of  new  mining  roads 

—  prohibited  in  some  of  the  ridge  areas  between 
January  1  and  June  30  of  each  year  for  big- 
horn sheep  lambing  season 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  1 ,500  VDY  from  the  present  1 ,000 
VDY 

—  be  90  percent  (1,350  VDY)  motorized,  e.g., 
4-wheeling  and  hunter  access 

—  be  10  percent  (150  VDY)  nonmotorized,  e.g., 
day  hiking,  bighorn  sheep  viewing,  photogra- 
phy, rockhounding 


Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Occasional  clean- 
ing and  resealing  of  a  tunnel  water  catchment  in 
southern  part  — 

—    access  by  foot  or  horseback 


Lands  Management  Actions.  New  powerline 
(seven  miles)  is  projected  to  be  built  in  the  Va-mile 
wide  portion  of  the  utility  corridor  that  overlaps 
the  eastern  edge  of  the  WSA,  disturbing  17.5 
acres 

No     other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


PLANET  PEAK 
(AZ-050-13)  -  17,645  Acres 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  designate  16,430 
acres  as  wilderness  and  would  return  1,215  acres 
to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-12). 

The  proposed  boundaries  were  established  to 
allow  most  mineral  development  on  eastern  side 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  designated  area. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  designated  area. 
Within  these  areas,  the  following  mines  (on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights)  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Type  Size 

Access 

Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

Ug    small 

1.0  mile  of  12-foot- 
wide  upgrading  on  a 
cherrystemmed  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  17  W., 
sec  14,  NV£ 

5 

Ug    small 

1.0  mile  of  new 
12-foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  17  W., 
sec  23,  NWy4 

5 

Total 

10 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  be  closed  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  1 80  VDY  from  the  present  95  VDY 
(80  VDY  motorized;  15  VDY  nonmotorized) 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  photog- 
raphy, rockhoundingandbighornsheepview- 
ing 
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Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Bighorn  sheep 
numbers  would  be  maintained  and  increased 
through  projected  actions  that  would  include  en- 
hancing the  area  as  a  potential  lambing 
ground  — 

—    access  by  motorized  vehicles  and  helicopters 
would  be  required 

Two  burro-restricted  pothole  developments  for 
bighorn  sheep  and  other  wildlife  are  projected  to 
be  built  in  T.  10  N.,  R.  17  W.,  sec.  26,  NE1/4SW1/4 
and  T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W.,  sec.  31,  NE1/4SW1/4,  disturb- 
ing one  acre.  These  developments  and  existing 
tunnel  and  apron  water  catchments  in  the  area 
would  be  maintained  using  the  minimum  tools 
necessary  (motorized  vehicles  or  helicopters),  in 
accordance  with  criteria  identified  in  BLM's  Wil- 
derness Management  Policy.  (See  Chapter  2-  As- 
sumptions.) 


Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  WSA.  Within 
these  areas,  the  following  mines  (on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights)  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Type 

Size 

Access 

Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

ug 

moderate 

0.5  mile  of  new  12- 
foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W., 
sec.  29,  30 

50 

Ug 

small 

1.0  mile  of  12-foot- 
wide  upgrading  on  a 
cherrystemmed  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  17  W., 
sec.  14,  NV4 

5 

Ug 

small 

1.0  mile  of  new  12- 
foot-wide  road 

T.  10N..R.  17W, 
sec.  23,  NW1/. 

5 

Total 

ee 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 


The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  1,215  acres  returned  to  other  resource  uses. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  nondesignated 
area.  Within  these  areas,  the  following  mines  are 
projected  for  development  — 


Type  Size 


Access 


Location 


Acres 
Disturbed 


Ug 


moderate  0.5  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 


T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W., 
sec.  29,  30 


50 


Two  comprehensive  exploration  programs  are 
projected  to  be  developed  in  T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W., 
sections  29,  30  and  32,  disturbing  two  acres. 


All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Recreation  use 
is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  20  VDY  from  the  present  5  VDY 
(all  nonmotorized) 

—  be  all  (20  VDY)  nonmotorized  e.g.,  day  hik- 
ing, photography,  rockhounding 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  be  closed  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  200  from  the  present  100  VDY  (80 
VDY  motorized;  20  VDY  nonmotorized) 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  rock- 
hounding,  small  game  hunting,  backpacking 
and  bighorn  sheep  viewing 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Bighorn  sheep 
numbers  would  be  maintained  and  increased 
through  projected  actions  that  would  include  en- 
hancing the  area  as  a  potential  lambing 
ground  — 

—  access  by  motorized  vehicles  and  helicopters 
would  be  required 

Two  burro-restricted  pothole  developments  for 
bighorn  sheep  and  other  wildlife  are  projected  to 
be  built  in  T.  10  N.,  R.  17  W.,  sec.  26,  NEVaSWA 
and  T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W.,  sec.  31,  NE1/4SW1/4,  disturb- 
ing one  acre.  These  developments  and  existing 
tunnel  and  apron  water  catchments  in  the  area 
would  be  maintained  using  the  minimum  tools 
necessary  (motorized  vehicles  or  helicopters). 

No  other  resource  management  actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
all  17,695  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-13). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 


No  Wilderness 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return  all 
17,645  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-13). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 
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Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  WSA.  Within 
these  areas,  the  following  mines  are  projected  for 
development  — 


developments  and  existing  tunnel  and  apron 
water  catchments  in  the  area  would  be  main- 
tained as  necessary,  with  no  "minimum  tool"  res- 
trictions. 


Type 

Size 

Access 

Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

Ug 

moderate  0.5  mile  of  new  12- 
foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W„ 
sec.  29,  30 

50 

Ug 

moderate  0.75  mile  of  new  12- 
foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  17  W., 
sec.  33 

50 

Ug 

small 

1.0  mile  of  12-foot- 
wide  upgrading  on  a 
cherrystemmed  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  17  W., 
sec.  14,  N14 

5 

Ug 

small 

1.0  mile  of  new  12- 
foot-wide  road 

T.  10N..R.  17  W., 
sec  23,  NW% 

5 

ug 

small 

0.5  mile  of  new  12- 
foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W„ 
sec  30,  WA 

5 

Total 

115 

Lands  Management  Actions.  New  five-mile  sec- 
tion of  powerline  is  projected  to  be  built  in  the 
0.5-mile-wide  portion  of  the  utility  corridor  that 
overlaps  the  southwest  edge  of  the  WSA,  disturb- 
ing 12.5  acres. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


CACTUS  PLAIN 
^Z-050-14A/B)  -  70,360  Acres 


Three  exploration  programs  are  projected  — 

-  two  comprehensive  exploration  programs  in 
T.  10  N.,  R.  1 6  W.,  sections  29  and  30,  disturb- 
ing four  acres 

-  one  comprehensive  exploration  program  in 
T.  10  N.,  R.  17  W.,  sections  14  and  23,  disturb- 
ing two  acres 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  2.75  miles  of  new  mining  roads. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  175  VDY  from  the  present  100 
VDY 

—  be  mostly  (140  VDY  -  80  percent)  motorized, 
e.g.,  4-wheeling  and  hunter  access 

—  be  partly  (35  VDY)  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day 
hiking,  photography,  rockhounding  and  big- 
horn sheep  viewing 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  designate  62,325 
acres  as  wilderness  and  return  8,035  to  other 
resource  uses  (Map  2-14). 

The  proposed  boundaries  were  established 
to  — 

—  exclude  mineral  development  in  the  north- 
west part 

—  accommodate  the  transfer  of  3,325  acres  to 
the  State  of  Arizona 

—  accommodate  development  in  a  designated 
utility  corridor  along  the  western  boundary 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  designated  area. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  designated  area. 
Within  these  areas,  the  following  mines  (on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights)  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Bighorn  sheep 
numbers  would  be  maintained  and  increased 
through  projected  actions  that  would  include  en- 
hancing the  area  as  a  potential  lambing 
ground  — 

—    access  by  motorized  vehicles  and  helicopters 
would  be  required 

Two  burro-restricted  pothole  developments  for 
bighorn  sheep  and  other  wildlife  are  projected  to 
be  built  in  T.  10  N.,  R.  17  W.,  sec.  26,  NE1/4SW1/4 
and  T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W.,  sec.  31 ,  NE1/4SWy4,  disturb- 
ing 0.5  acre  each  for  a  total  of  one  acre.  These 


Type  Size 


Access 


Location 


Acres 
Disturbed 


Ug*   small 


cherrystemmed  road      T.  8  N.,  R.  17  W„ 
sec.  34,  S% 


*  (much  of  the  activity  associated  with  this  mine 
would  take  place  outside  the  WSA) 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Two  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  be  closed  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 


55 


SIS  MAP   2-14 


i 


£ 

5 


i 


NONSUITABLE 


U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  —  Yuma  District 


BASEMAPe  ADOT 


JUNE   1988 


CACTUS  PLAIN  5-14A/B 

ALTERNATIVES 
PARTIAL  WILDERNESS 

PROPOSED  ACTION 
PARTIAL  WILDERNESS 


ALTERNATIVES 


Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  250  VDY  from  the  present  150 
VDY  (100  VDY  motorized;  50  VDY  nonmoto- 
rized) 

—  benonmotorized,e.g.,dayhiking,rockhound- 
ing,  hunting  and  sightseeing 

Much  of  this  new  use  would  be  in  the  western  part 
as  a  result  of  the  new  Parker  town  site. 


Transfer  of  3,325  acres  (4.9  percent  of  entire 
WSA)  to  State  of  Arizona  — 

—  twenty  acres  of  transferred  land  are  projected 
to  be  developed  for  commercial  and  residen- 
tial use  as  part  of  new  Parker  town  site 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Entire  designated 
area  (62,325  acres)  would  be  managed  for  wildlife 
habitat. 

No  water  developments  present,  and  none  are 
projected. 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  8, 035  acres  returned  to  other  resource  uses. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  moderate 
mineral  potential  are  included  in  the  nondesig- 
nated  area.  Within  these  areas,  the  following 
mines  are  projected  for  development  — 


Type  Size 


Access 


Location 


Acres 
Disturbed 


Su    small 


0.75  mile  of  new  12- 
foot-wide  road 


T.  9N.,  R.  19  W., 
sec.  13,  PA 


50 


Two  general  exploration  programs  are  pro- 
jected in  T.  9  N.,  R.  19  W.,  sections  13  and  24,  dis- 
turbing one  acre 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Eight  miles  of 
fence  would  be  built  along  the  eastern  edge  of  the 
area  to  control  access  from  the  new  Parker  town 
site  to  the  designated  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  would  be  restricted  to 
10.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  0.75  mile  of  new 
mining  roads. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  2,550  VDY  from  the  present  850 
VDY  (800  VDY  motorized;  50  VDY  nonmoto- 
rized) 

—  be  mostly  (98  percent)  motorized,  e.g., 
4-wheeling,  hunter  access 

—  include  some  (50  VDY)  nonmotorized  use, 
e.g.,  day  hiking,  rockhounding,  sightseeing 

Lands  Management  Actions.  New  ten-mile  sec- 
tion of  powerline  is  projected  to  be  built  in  the 
0.5-mile-wide  utility  corridor  that  crosses  the 
western  end  of  the  WSA. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
the  entire  70,360  acres  as  wilderness.  (Map  2-15) 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  and 
moderate  mineral  potential  are  included  in  the 
WSA.  Within  these  areas,  the  following  mines  are 
projected  for  development  — 


Type  Size 


Access 


Location 


Acres 
Disturbed 


Su    small 

0.75  mile  of  new  12- 
foot-wide  road 

T.  9N.,  R.  19  W., 
sec.  13,  E<A 

50 

Ug*   small 

cherrystemmed  road 

T.  8N„  R.  17  W„ 
sec.  34,  S'/2 

5 

Total 

55 

*  (much  of  the  activity  associated  with  this  mine 
would  take  place  outside  the  WSA) 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  The  12.2  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  within  the  area  would  be  closed 
to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  decrease  to  500  VDY  from  the  present  1,000 
VDY  (900  VDY  motorized;  100  VDY  motor- 
ized) 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  rock- 
hounding,  small  game  hunting,  backpacking, 
sightseeing 
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Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Entire  designated 
area  (70,360  acres)  would  be  managed  for  wildlife 
habitat. 

No  water  developments  present,  and  none  are 
projected. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative  would 
designate  65,330  acres  as  wilderness  and  return 
5,030  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-16). 

The  proposed  boundaries  were  established 
to  — 

—  exclude  mineral  development  in  the  north- 
west part 

—  accommodate  the  transfer  of  3,325  acres  to 
the  State  of  Arizona 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  designated  area. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  designated  area. 
Within  these  areas,  thefollowing  mines  (on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights)  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Type  Size 


Access 


Location 


Acres 
Disturbed 


Ug*   small         cherrystemmed  road 


T.  8N„  R.  17  W., 
sec.  34,  SV4 


*  Much  of  the  activity  associated  with  this  mine 
would  take  place  outside  the  WSA. 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Two  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  be  closed  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  250  VDY  from  the  present  150 
VDY  (100  VDY  motorized;  50  VDY  nonmoto- 
rized) 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  rock- 
hounding,  hunting  and  sightseeing 

Much  of  this  new  use  would  be  in  the  western  part 
as  a  result  of  the  new  Parker  town  site. 


No  water  developments  present,  and  none  are 
projected. 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  5,030  acres  returned  to  other  resource  uses. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  moderate 
mineral  potential  are  included  in  the  nondesig- 
nated  area.  Within  these  areas,  the  following 
mines  are  projected  for  development  — 


Type  Size 

Access 

Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

Su    small 

0.75  mile  of  new  12- 
foot-wide  road 

T.  9N.,  R.  19  W., 
sec.  13,  EVfc 

50 

One  general  exploration  program  is  projected 
in  T.  9  N.,  R.  19  W.,  section  13,  disturbing  0.5  acre 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Eight  miles  of 
fence  would  be  built  along  the  eastern  edge  of  the 
area  to  control  access  from  the  new  Parker  town 
site  to  the  designated  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  would  be  restricted  to 
10.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  0.75  mile  of  new 
mining  roads. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  2,550  VDY  from  the  present  850 
VDY  (800  VDY  motorized;  50  VDY  nonmoto- 
rized) 

—  be  mostly  (98  percent)  motorized,  e.g., 
4-wheeling,  hunter  access 

—  include  some  (50  VDY)  nonmotorized,  e.g., 
day  hiking,  rockhounding  and  sightseeing 

Lands  Management  Actions.  Transfer  of  3,325 
acres  (4.9%  of  entire  WSA)  to  State  of 
Arizona  — 

—  twenty  acres  of  transferred  land  is  projected 
to  be  developed  for  commercial  and  residen- 
tial use  as  part  of  Parker  town  site 

No  other  resource  management  actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return  the 
entire  70,360  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map 
2-15). 


Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Entire  designated 
area  (65,330  acres)  would  be  managed  for  wildlife 
habitat. 


The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 
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Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  with  identi- 
fied high  and  moderate  mineral  potential  and 
areas  in  which  high  mineral  potential  could  be 
identified  through  exploration  programs  are 
included  in  the  WSA.  Within  these  areas,  the  fol- 
lowing mines  are  projected  for  development  — 


Type 

Size 

Access 

Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

Su 

moderate 
(two) 

0.75  mile  of  new  12- 
foot-wide  road 

T.  9N.,  R.  19  W., 
sec.  13,  EViand  24 

300  X  2  =  600 

Su 

moderate  5.0  miles  of  new  30- 
foot-wide  road 

T.  9N.,  R.  18  W., 
sec.  32,  SVi 

500 

Su 

small 

0.75  mile  of  new  12- 
foot-wide-road 

T.  9N.,  R.  19  W., 
sec.  13,  E14 

50 

ug* 

small 

cherrystemmed  road 

T.  8  N..  R.  17  W., 
sec.  34,  S1/! 

S 

Total 

1,155 

*  Much  of  the  activity  associated  with  this  mine 
would  take  place  outside  the  WSA. 

A  detachment  structure  similar  to  Cyprus  Cop- 
perstone  mine  thrust  fault  is  projected  to  be  devel- 
oped in  T.  8  and  9  N.,  R.  18  W. 

Five  exploration  programs  are  projected  — 

—  two  comprehensive  exploration  programs  in 
T.  9  N.,  R.  19  W.,  sections  13  and  24,  disturb- 
ing four  acres. 

—  two  comprehensive  exploration  programs  in 
T.  8  and  9  N.,  R.  18  W.,  disturbing  five  acres. 

—  one  general  exploration  program  in  T.  8  N., 
R.  18W,  sections  14  and  23,  disturbing  0.75 
acre. 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  12.2  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  6.5  miles  of  new  mining  roads. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  3,000  VDY  from  the  present  1 ,000 
VDY 

—  be    mostly    (2,700    VDY)    motorized,    e.g., 
4-wheeling,  hunter  access 

—  include  some  (300  VDY)  nonmotorized,  e.g., 
day  hiking,  rockhounding,  sightseeing 

Much  of  this  new  use  would  be  in  the  western  part 
as  a  result  of  the  new  Parker  town  site. 


Wildlife  Management  Actions.  There  would  be 
58,610  acres  managed  for  wildlife  habitat. 


Lands  Management  Actions.  New  ten-mile  sec- 
tion of  powerline  is  projected  to  be  built  in  the 
.5-mile-wide  utility  corridor  that  crosses  the 
western  end  of  the  WSA. 


Transfer  of  3,325  acres  (4.9  percent  of  entire 
WSA)  to  State  of  Arizona  — 

—  twenty  acres  of  transferred  land  is  projected 
to  be  developed  for  commercial  and  residen- 
tial use  as  part  of  Parker  town  site 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


SWANSEA 
(AZ-050-15A)  -  41,680  Acres 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  designate  15,755 
acres  as  wilderness  and  would  return  25,935  acres 
to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-1 7A). 

The  proposed  boundaries  were  established 
to  — 

—  conform  with  manageable  land  forms 

—  provide  for  motorized  recreation  access  and 
development  of  high  potential  mineral  areas 
on  the  north,  south  and  west  sides 

—  ensure  wilderness  protection  for  high  value 
riparian  areas  along  the  Bill  Williams  River 

—  permit  continued  vehicle  access  to  the  Bill 
Williams  River  (via  three  miles  of  cherry- 
stemmed  vehicle  ways) 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  designated  area. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  moderate 
mineral  potential  are  included  in  the  designated 
area.  Within  these  areas,  the  following  mines  (on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights)  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Type  Size 


Access 


Location 


Acres 
Disturbed 


Ug     small 


0.5  mile  of  new 
12-foot-wide  road 


T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W„ 
sec.  12,  B4,  R.  15  W., 
sec.  7,  W</2 


All  locations  are  GSRM. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Recreation  use 
is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  50  VDY  from  the  present  25  VDY 
(all  nonmotorized) 

—  remain  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking, 
sightseeing,  rockhounding 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Five  miles  of  ripar- 
ian area  within  the  WSA  (along  the  Bill  Williams 
River)  are  projected  for  rehabilitation  by  — 
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—  planting  about  500  cottonwood  seedlings 
and/or  poles  along  the  banks  (native  seed 
source  washed  away  in  1983  floods  and 
destroyed  by  overgrazing  and  trampling  of 
trespass  cattle) 

—  providing  the  cottonwoods  that  are  an  essen- 
tial habitat  component  for  several  special  sta- 
tus bird  species  in  the  area 

—  beginning  the  planting  in  FY  88  or  89  and 
maintaining  for  five  years  to  ensure  a  stable 
population 

—  using  horse  or  foot  access  and  gas-powered 
augers  for  tree  planting  under  authorization 
from  the  State  Director  (see  Chapter  2  -  As- 
sumptions) 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  25,935  acres  returned  to  other  resource 
uses. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  with  identi- 
fied high  mineral  potential  and  areas  in  which 
high  mineral  potential  could  be  identified  through 
exploration  programs  are  included  in  the  WSA. 
Within  these  areas,  the  following  mines  are  pro- 
jected for  development  — 


Type  Size 


Access 


Location 


Acres 
Disturbed 


Su    moderate  0.5  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 

Su     moderate  1.0  mile  of  new 

1 2-foot-wide  road 

Su    moderate  0.5  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 


Ug    small 


Total 


0.75  mile  of  new 
1 2-foot-wide  road 


T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W., 
sec.  8 

T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W., 
sec.  17,  SE1/4,  and 
sec.  20,  NE'/4 

T.  10  N„  R.  16  W., 
sec.  26,  SE1/< 

T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W., 
sec.  5,  S'/z,  and 
sec.  6 


300 
300 

300 
2x5  =  10 

910 


Three  exploration  programs  are  projected  — 

-  two  comprehensive  exploration  programs  in 
T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W.,  sections  8,  17  and  20,  dis- 
turbing five  acres. 

-  one  comprehensive  exploration  program  in 
T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W.,  sections  26,  34  and  35,  dis- 
turbing 1.5  acres. 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  2.75  miles  of  new  mining  roads. 

About  1 .25  miles  of  the  Parker  400  race  course 
would  be  realigned  parallel  to  and  within  the 
southern  boundary  of  the  present  WSA,  disturb- 
ing three  acres.  This  section  of  the  course  would 
also  be  used  as  a  vehicle  way. 


Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  750  VDY  from  the  present  475 
VDY  (all  motorized) 

—  be  mostly  (700  VDY;  93  percent)  motorized, 
e.g.,  4-wheeling,  hunter  and  trapper  access, 
short-term  vehicle-based  camping 

—  be  partly  (50  VDY;  7  percent)  nonmotorized, 
e.g.,  day  hiking,  sightseeing,  rockhounding 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  One  existing  water 
development  (a  pothole)  would  be  maintained  in 
northern  part. 


Lands  Management  Actions.  New  seven-mile 
section  of  pipeline  is  projected  to  be  built  in  the 
one-mile-wide  portion  of  a  utility  corridor  that 
overlaps  the  northeast  edge  of  the  WSA,  disturb- 
ing 17.5  acres. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
all  41,690  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-1 7B). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  and 
moderate  mineral  potential  are  included  in  the 
WSA.  Within  these  areas,  the  following  mines  are 
projected  for  development  — 


Type  Size 


Access 


Location 


Acres 
Disturbed 


Su     moderate  0.5  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 

Su     moderate  1.0  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 

Su     moderate  0.5  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 


Ug    small 


Ug     small 


Total 


0.75  mile  of  new 
12-foot-wide  road 

0.5  mile  of 
12-foot-wide  road 


T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W., 
sec.  8 

T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W., 
sec.  17,  SEW,  and 
sec.  20,  NE1A 

T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W., 
sec.  26,  SEV4 

T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W„ 
sec.  5,  S54,  and 
sec.  6 

T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W., 
sec.  12,  EVz,  R.  15  W., 
sec.  7,  WVS 


300 
300 

300 
5x2=10 


915 


All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  be  closed  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 


Recreation  use  is  projected  to 
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—  decrease  to  250  VDY  from  the  present  500 
VDY  (475  VDY  motorized;  25  VDY  nonmoto- 
rized) 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  rock- 
hounding,  small  game  hunting,  trapping, 
backpacking,  sightseeing,  float  boating 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Five  miles  of  ripar- 
ian area  within  the  WSA  (along  the  Bill  Williams 
River)  are  projected  for  rehabilitation  by  — 

—  planting  about  500  cottonwood  seedlings 
and/or  poles  along  the  banks  (native  seed 
source  washed  away  in  1983  floods  and 
destroyed  by  overgrazing  and  trampling  of 
trespass  cattle) 

—  providing  the  cottonwoods  that  are  an  essen- 
tial habitat  component  for  several  special  sta- 
tus bird  species  in  the  area 

—  beginning  the  planting  in  FY  88  or  89  and 
maintaining  for  five  years  to  ensure  a  stable 
population 

—  using  horse  or  foot  access  and  gas-powered 
augers  (with  State  Director  approval)  for  tree 
planting  (see  Chapter  2  -  Assumptions) 

One  existing  water  development  (a  pothole) 
would  be  maintained  without  motorized  equip- 
ment, using  foot  or  horseback  access. 

No  other  resource  management  actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return  all 
41 ,690  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map2-17B). 


The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 


Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  with  identi- 
fied high  and  moderate  mineral  potential  and 
areas  in  which  high  mineral  potential  could  be 
identified  through  exploration  programs  are 
included  in  the  WSA.  Within  these  areas,  the  fol- 
lowing mines  are  projected  for  development  — 


Acres 

Type 

Size 

Access 

Location 

Disturbed 

Su 

moderate 

0.5  mile  of  new 
12-foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N„  R.  16  W., 
sec.  8 

300 

Su 

moderate 

1.0  mile  of  new 
12-foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W., 
sec.  17,  SE'/«,  and 
sec.  20,  NE'/« 

300 

Su 

moderate 

0.5  mile  of  new 
12-foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W., 
sec.  26,  SE% 

300 

ug 

small 

0.75  mile  of  new 
2-foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W„ 
sec.  5,  S%,  and 
sec.  6 

5x2=10 

Ug 

small 

0.5  mile  of  new 
12-foot-wide  road 

T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W., 
sec.  12,  EV2 

5 

Total 

915 

One  general  exploration  program  is  projected 
be  in  east  portion  to  determine  the  extent  of  gold- 
bearing  alluvium,  T.  10  N.,  R.  15  W.,  sections  8, 
17  and  20,  disturbing  1.5  acres. 

Two  general  exploration  programs  are  pro- 
jected in  the  central  portion,  T.  10  N.,  R.  15  W., 
sections  3,  4  and  6,  and  R.  16  W.,  section  1,  dis- 
turbing 1.5  acres. 

All  exploration  programs  listed  under  the  Pro- 
posed Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alternative  are 
also  projected,  for  a  total  of  six  exploration  pro- 
grams. 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  about  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways,  several  desert  washes  and 
3.25  miles  of  new  mining  roads. 

About  1 .25  miles  of  the  Parker  400  race  course 
would  be  realigned  parallel  to  and  within  the 
southern  boundary  of  the  present  WSA.  This  sec- 
tion of  the  course  would  also  be  used  as  a  vehicle 
way. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  1,000  VDY  from  the  present  500 
VDY 

—  be  mostly  (950  VDY;  95  percent)  motorized, 
e.g.,  recreational  4-wheeling,  hunter  and 
trapper  access,  short-term  camping  on  the 
Bill  Williams  River 
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ALTERNATIVES 


—  be  partly  (50  VDY;  5  percent)  nonmotorized, 
e.g.,  day  hiking,  sightseeing,  rockhounding 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Five  miles  of  ripar- 
ian area  within  the  WSA  (along  the  Bill  Williams 
River)  are  projected  for  rehabilitation  by  — 

—  planting  about  500  cottonwood  seedlings 
and/or  poles  along  the  banks  (native  seed 
source  washed  away  in  1983  floods  and 
destroyed  by  overgrazing  and  trampling  of 
trespass  cattle) 

—  providing  the  cottonwoods  that  are  an  essen- 
tial habitat  component  for  several  special  sta- 
tus bird  species  in  the  area 

—  beginning  the  planting  in  FY  88  or  89  and 
maintaining  for  five  years  to  ensure  a  stable 
population 

—  using  motorized  vehicle  access  and  gas- 
powered  augers  for  tree  planting 

One  existing  water  development  (a  pothole) 
would  be  maintained  in  northern  part. 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return  the 
entire  13,735  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map 
2-18). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  moderate 
mineral  potential  are  included  in  the  WSA.  Within 
these  areas,  the  following  mines  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Type  Size 

Access 

Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

Su    small 

0.5  mile  of  new 
1 2-foot-wide  road 

T.9N.R,  16  W., 
sec.  28,  854 

50 

Two  comprehensive  exploration  programs  are 
projected  in  the  area,  disturbing  1.0  acre. 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Lands  Management  Actions.  New  seven-mile  sec- 
tion of  pipeline  is  projected  to  be  built  in  the  one- 
mile-wide  portion  of  a  utility  corridor  that  over- 
laps the  northeast  edge  of  the  WSA,  disturbing 
17.5  acres. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Recreation  use 
is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  200  VDY  from  the  present  100 
VDY 

—  remain  100  percent  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day 
hiking,  sightseeing,  rockhounding,  small 
game  hunting 


EAST  CACTUS  PLAIN 
(AZ-050-17)  -  13,735  Acres 

Proposed  Action/All  Wilderness 

The    Proposed  Action   would    designate   all 
13,735  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-18). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Recreation  use 
is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  200  VDY  from  the  present  100 
VDY 

—  remain  100  percent  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day 
hiking,  backpacking, sightseeing,  rockhound- 
ing and  small  game  hunting 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative 


Lands  Management  Actions.  A  new  powerline 
(five  miles)  is  projected  to  be  built  in  the  0.5-mile- 
wide  portion  of  a  utility  corridor  that  overlaps  the 
northeast  edge  of  the  WSA. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


BIG  MARIA  MOUNTAINS 
NORTHERN  ADDITION 
(AZ-050-18)  -  415  Acres 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  the  415 
acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-19). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  0.2  mile  of  vehi- 
cle way  crossing  the  southwest  corner  of  the  area. 
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Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  remain  at  50  VDY  (45  VDY  motorized;  5  VDY 
nonmotorized) 

—  be  mostly  (45  VDY;  90  percent)  motorized, 
e.g.,  day  hiking,  sightseeing,  rockhounding, 
backpacking,  camping 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
the  entire  415  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-19). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  The  0.2  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  within  the  area  would  be  closed  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  remain  at  50  VDY 

—  be  entirely  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking, 
rockhounding,  camping 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


BIG  MARIA  MOUNTAINS 

SOUTHERN  ADDITION 

(AZ-050-19)  -  1,420  Acres 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  the  entire 
1,420  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-20). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  UnderORVdes- 

ignations  in  the  Yuma  District  RMP  and  the  Big 
Marias  Cultural  Resource  Management  Plan 
(CRMP),  the  2.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the 
area  would  not  be  designated  as  open  to  vehicles. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  decrease  to  125  VDY  from  the  present  200 
VDY  (140  VDY  motorized;  60  VDY  nonmoto- 
rized) 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  sight- 
seeing, rockhounding,  backpacking,  camp- 
ing 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
the  entire  1,420  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-20). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  The  2.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  within  the  area  would  be  closed  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  decrease  to  125  VDY  from  the  present  200 
VDY 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  sight- 
seeing, rockhounding,  backpacking,  camp- 
ing 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


SOUTH  TRIGO  MOUNTAINS 
(AZ-050-23A)  -  4,500  Acres 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  all  4,500 
acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-21). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  WSA.  Within 
these  areas,  the  following  mines  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Type 

Size 

Access 

Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

Su 

large 

1.0  mile  of  new 
1 2-foot-wide  road 

T.  4  S.,  R.  23  W., 
sec.  1 1 ,  SVi,  and 
sec.  14,  NEVi 

500 

ug 

small 

1.5  miles  of  new 
1 2-foot-wide  road 

T.  4  S.,  R.  23  W., 
sec.  23 

5 

ug 

small 

2.0  miles  of  new 
1 2-foot-wide  road 

T.  4  S.,  R.  23  W., 

sec.  10 

5 

Total 

510 

Two  comprehensive  exploration  programs  are 
projected  — 

—  T.  4  S.,  R.  23  W.,  sections  11,14  and  23,  dis- 
turbing four  acres 

—  T.  4  S.,  R.  23  W.,  section  10,  disturbing  1.5 
acres 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 
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Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  1 .5  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  4.5  miles  of  new  mining  roads. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  500  VDY  from  the  present  350 
VDY  (250  VDY  motorized;  100  VDY  nonmot- 
orized) 

—  be  mostly  (65  percent)  motorized,  e.g.,  recre- 
ational 4-wheeling,  hunter  and  trapper 
access,  vehicle-based  camping 

—  be  partly  (35  percent)  nonmotorized 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
the  entire  4,500  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-21). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  WSA.  Within 
these  areas,  the  following  mines  (on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights)  are  projected  for  develop- 
ment — 


Type  Size 

Access 

Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

Su    large 

1.0  mile  of  new 
1 2-foot-wide  road 

T.  4  S.,  R.  23  W, 
sec.  1 1 ,  S%,  and 
sec.  14,  NE1A 

500 

Ug    small 

1.5  miles  of  new 
1 2-foot-wide  road 

T.  4  S.,  R.  23  W., 
sec.  23 

5 

Total 

505 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  The  1 .5  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  within  the  area  would  be  closed 
to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  decrease  to  150  VDY  from  the  present  350 
VDY  (250  motorized;  1 00  VDY  nonmotorized) 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  sight- 
seeing, rockhounding,  backpacking,  camp- 
ing, horseback  riding 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


TRIGO  MOUNTAINS 
(AZ-050-23B)  -  36,870  Acres 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  designate  29,095 
acres  as  wilderness  and  return  the  other  7,775 
acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-22). 

The  proposed  boundaries  were  established 
to  — 

—  allow  for  development  of  a  highly  mineralized 
area  with  proven  production  capability  on  the 
southeast  boundary 

—  allow  motor  vehicle  access  along  Clip  Wash 

—  remove  areas  of  lower  wilderness  quality 
which  have  been  impacted  by  past  vehicle 
and  human  activity  near  the  northern  and 
western  boundaries 

—  preserve  the  higher  quality  wilderness  lands 
and  improve  manageability 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  designated  area. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Eleven  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  be  closed  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  550  VDY  from  the  present  480 
VDY  (70  VDY  motorized;  250  VDY  nonmoto- 
rized) 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  back- 
packing, horseback  trail  riding  and  some 
rockhounding,  small  game  hunting  and  deer 
hunting 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Two  wildlife  water 
developments  are  projected  — 

—  apron  water  catchments  (T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W.,  sec. 
14  and  T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W.,  sec.  15)  to  benefit 
mule  deer  and  desert  bighorn  sheep 

—  each  would  hold  17,000  gallons 

—  each  would  be  enclosed  by  a  3-rail  pipe  fence 
to  exclude  burros 

—  each  would  be  camouflaged  to  reduce  visual 
impacts 

—  maintenance  access  by  foot,  horseback  or 
helicopter 

—  construction  equipment  transported  by  heli- 
copter 
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—    would  disturb  about  one  acre  each  for  a  total 
of  two  acres 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  7, 775  acres  returned  to  other  resource  uses. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  nondesignated 
area.  Within  these  areas,  the  following  mines  are 
projected  for  development  — 


Acres 

Type 

Size           Access 

Location 

Disturbed 

ug 

moderate  1.0  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 

T.  3  S„  R.  23  W„ 
sec.  26 

50 

ug 

small         1.0  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 

T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W., 
sec.  24 

5 

ug 

moderate  1.0  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 

T.  3S.,  R.  23  W., 
sec.  24,  SV4 

50 

ug 

small         1.0  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 

T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W., 
sec.  34,  EV4 

5 

Total 

110 

Three  comprehensive  exploration  programs 
are  projected  in  the  southern  half  — 

—  T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W.,  sec.  24,  disturbing  2.0  acres 

—  T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W.,  sec.  23,  disturbing  2.0  acres 

—  T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W.,  sections  34  and  36,  disturb- 
ing 1.5  acres 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 

Approximately  1,680  acres  of  federal  mineral 
estate  within  the  area  are  under  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation withdrawal. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  1 4  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  four  miles  of  new  mining  roads. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  700  VDY  from  the  present  520 
VDY  (290  VDY  motorized;  230  VDY  nonmot- 
orized) 

—  be  mostly  motorized  (550  VDY;  78  percent), 
e.g.,  recreational  4-wheeling,  hunter  and 
trapper  access,  vehicle-based  camping 

—  be  partly  nonmotorized  (150  VDY;  22  per- 
cent) 

Two  horsecamps  are  projected  to  be  developed 
on  the  western  boundary  of  the  WSA  (outside  of 
the  area),  and  one  horsecamp  is  projected  to  be 
developed  in  the  southeastern  corner  of  the  area 
along  Clip  Wash  — 

—  each  camp  would  consist  of  parking  lot,  water 
troughs,  vault  toilets,  corrals  and  fire  rings 

—  each  camp  would  disturb  five  acres  for  a  total 
disturbance  of  15  acres 


—  motorized  vehicle  access  and  power  tools 
would  be  used  for  maintenance  of  the  Clip 
Wash  camp 

BurroManagement  Actions.  Periodicburro  round- 
ups to  capture  excess  animals,  using  — 

—  helicopters 

—  motor  vehicles  for  equipment  transport  and 
burro  transport 

—  wranglers  on  horseback 

Periodic  burro  inventory  to  ensure  that  burro 
numbers  are  maintained  at  proper  levels. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
the  entire  36,870  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-23). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  WSA.  Within 
these  areas,  the  following  mines  (on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights)  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Acres 

Type 

Size           Access 

Location 

Disturbed 

Uq 

moderate  1.0  mile  of  new 

T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W„ 

50 

12-foot-wide  road 

sec.  26 

Uq 

small         1.0  mile  of  new 

T.  3S.,  R.  23  W., 

S 

12-foot-wide  road 

sec.  24 

Uq 

moderate  1.0  mile  of  new 

T.  3S.,  R.  23  W„ 

50 

12-foot-wide  road 

sec.  24,  S'/2 

Uq 

small         1.0  mile  of  new 

T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W., 

5 

12-foot-wide  road 

sec.  34,  EV4 

Total 

110 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 

Approximately  8,250  acres  of  federal  mineral 
estate  within  the  area  are  under  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation withdrawal. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Twenty-five 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  be  closed  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  decrease  to  675  VDY  from  the  present  800 
VDY  (320  VDY  motorized;  480  VDY  nonmot- 
orized) 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  back- 
packing, horseback  trail  riding  and  some 
rockhounding  and  small  game  hunting 
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ALTERNATIVES 


Two  horsecamps  are  projected  to  be  developed 
along  western  boundary  of  the  WSA  (outside  of 
the  area)  — 

—  each  camp  would  consist  of  a  parking  lot,  cor- 
ral, water  troughs,  vault  toilets  and  fire  rings 

—  each  camp  would  disturb  five  acres  for  a  total 
disturbance  of  ten  acres 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Two  wildlife  water 
developments  are  projected  — 

—  apron  water  catchments  (T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W.,  sec. 
14,  and  T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W.,  sec.  15)  to  benefit 
mule  deer  and  desert  bighorn  sheep 

—  each  would  hold  17,000  gallons 

—  each  would  be  enclosed  by  a  3-rail  pipe  fence 
to  exclude  burros 

—  each  would  be  camouflaged  to  reduce  visual 
impacts 

—  maintenance  access  by  foot,  horseback  or 
helicopter 

—  construction  equipment  transported  by  heli- 
copter 

—  would  disturb  about  one  acre  each  for  a  total 
disturbance  of  two  acres 

Burro  Management  Actions.  To  control  burro 
numbers,  there  would  be  periodic  burro 
roundups  — 

—  using  wranglers  on  horseback 

—  using  helicopters 

—  timed  to  disturb  wilderness  values  as  little  as 
possible 

Periodic  burro  inventory  to  ensure  that  burro 
numbers  are  maintained  at  proper  levels 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative  would 
designate  34,240  acres  as  wilderness  and  return 
2,630  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-24). 

The  proposed  boundaries  were  established 
to  — 

—  allow  for  development  of  a  highly  mineralized 
area  with  proven  production  capability  on  the 
southeast  boundary 

—  allow  motor  vehicle  access  along  Clip  Wash 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  designated  area. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Seventeen 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  be  closed  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  550  VDY  from  the  present  480 
VDY  (180  VDY  motorized;  300  VDY  nonmot- 
orized) 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  back- 
packing, horseback  trail  riding  and  some 
rockhounding  and  small  game  hunting 

Two  horsecamps  are  projected  to  be  developed 
along  western  boundary  of  the  WSA  (outside  of 
the  area)  — 

—  each  camp  would  consist  of  a  parking  lot,  cor- 
ral, water  troughs,  vault  toilets  and  fire  rings 

—  each  camp  would  disturb  five  acres  for  a  total 
disturbance  of  ten  acres 


Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Two  wildlife  water 
developments  are  projected  — 

—  apron  water  catchments  (T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W.,  sec. 
14,  and  T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W.,  sec.  15)  to  benefit 
mule  deer  and  desert  bighorn  sheep 

—  each  would  hold  17,000  gallons 

—  each  would  be  enclosed  by  a  3-rail  pipe  fence 
to  exclude  burros 

—  each  would  be  camouflaged  to  reduce  visual 
impacts 

—  maintenance  access  by  foot,  horseback  or 
helicopter 

—  construction  equipment  transported  by  heli- 
copter 

—  would  disturb  about  one  acre  each  for  a  total 
disturbance  of  two  acres 

Burro  Management  Actions.  To  control  burro 
numbers,  there  would  be  periodic  burro 
roundups  — 

—  using  wranglers  on  horseback 

—  using  helicopters 

—  timed  to  disturb  wilderness  values  as  little  as 
possible 

Periodic  burro  inventory  to  ensure  that  burro 
numbers  are  maintained  at  proper  levels 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
In  the  2,630  acres  returned  to  other  resource  uses. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  nondesignated 
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area.  Within  these  areas,  the  following  mines  are 
projected  for  development  — 


Acres 
Type  Size  Access  Location  Disturbed 


Ug    moderate  1.0  mile  of  new 

1 2-f oot-wide  road 

Ug    small         1.0  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 

Ug    moderate  1.0  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 


Ug    small 


Total 


1.0  mile  of  new 
12-foot-wide  road 


T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W., 
sec.  26 

T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W., 
sec.  24 

T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W., 
sec.  24,  S'A 

T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W., 
sec.  34,  EVi 


50 
5 

50 

5 

110 


Exploration  programs  are  projected  in  the 
southern  half,  same  as  described  for  the  Pro- 
posed Action /Partial  Wilderness  alternative. 


All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  eight  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  new  mining  roads. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  650  VDY  from  the  present  355 
VDY  (275  VDY  motorized;  80  VDY  nonmoto- 
rized) 

—  be  mostly  motorized  (500  VDY;  77  percent), 
e.g.,  recreational  4-wheeling,  hunter  and 
trapper  access,  vehicle-based  camping 

—  be  partially  nonmotorized  (150  VDY;  23  per- 
cent) 

One  horsecamp  is  projected  to  be  developed  in 
the  southeastern  corner  of  the  WSA  along  Clip 
Wash  — 

—  the  camp  would  consist  of  a  parking  lot,  water 
troughs,  vault  toilets,  corrals,  fire  rings 

—  the  camp  would  disturb  five  acres 

—  maintenance  access  would  be  by  motorized 
vehicles,  and  power  tools  would  be  used  in 
maintenance  activities. 

No  other  resource  management  actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return  the 
entire  36,870  acres  to  other  resource  uses.  (Map 
2-23) 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 


Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  WSA.  Within 
these  areas,  the  following  mines  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Acres 
Type  Size  Access  Location  Disturbed 


Ug    moderate  1.0  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 

Ug    small         1.0  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 

Ug    moderate  1.0  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 


Ug    small 


Total 


1.0  mile  of  new 
12-foot-wide  road 


T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W., 
sec.  26 

T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W„ 
sec.  24 

T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W„ 
sec.  24,  SV4 

T.3  S.,  R.  23  W„ 
sec.  34,  E'/z 


50 

5 

50 

5 

110 


One  general  exploration  program  is  projected 
in  the  north-central  portion  forzonation  between 
gold  and  manganese  at  T.  2  S.,  R.  23  W.,  sections 
23,  27  and  34,  disturbing  three  acres. 

Onecomprehensiveexploration  program  is  pro- 
jected in  T.  2  S.,  R.  23  W.,  sections  1 1  and  14,  dis- 
turbing two  acres. 

Exploration  programs  are  projected  in  the 
south  half,  same  as  described  for  the  Proposed 
Action/Partial  Wilderness  alternative. 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 

Approximately  8,250  acres  of  federal  mineral 
estate  within  the  area  are  under  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation withdrawal. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  25  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  four  miles  of  new  mining  roads. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  1,300  VDY  from  the  present  800 
VDY  (320  VDY  motorized;  480  VDY  nonmot- 
orized) 

—  be  partly  (45  percent)  motorized,  e.g.,  recre- 
ational 4-wheeling,  hunter  and  trapper 
access,  vehicle-based  camping 

—  be  mostly  (55  percent)  nonmotorized,  e.g., 
day  hiking,  backpacking,  horseback  trail  rid- 
ing and  some  rockhounding  and  small  game 
hunting 

Two  horsecamps  are  projected  to  be  developed 
on  the  western  boundary  of  the  WSA  (outside  of 
the  area),  and  one  horsecamp  is  projected  to  be 
developed  in  the  southeastern  corner  of  the  area 
along  Clip  Wash  — 
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—  each  camp  would  consist  of  a  parking  lot, 
water  troughs,  vault  toilets,  corrals,  fire  rings 

—  each  camp  would  disturb  five  acres  for  a  total 
disturbance  of  15  acres 

—  motorized  vehicle  access  and  power  tools 
would  be  used  for  maintenance  of  the  Clip 
Wash  camp 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Two  wildlife  water 
developments  are  projected  — 

—  apron  water  catchments  (T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W.,  sec. 
14  and  T.  3  S.,  R.  23  W.,  sec.  15)  to  benefit 
mule  deer  and  desert  bighorn  sheep 

—  each  would  hold  17,000  gallons 

—  each  would  be  enclosed  by  a  3-rail  pipe  fence 
to  exclude  burros 

—  each  would  be  camouflaged  to  reduce  visual 
impacts 

—  maintenance  access  by  vehicles,  using  exist- 
ing ways 

—  vehicles  on  existing  ways  used  to  carry  in  con- 
struction equipment  and  for  maintenance 

—  would  disturb  about  one  acre  each  for  a  total 
disturbance  of  two  acres 

Burro  Management  Actions.  To  control  burro 
numbers,  there  would  be  periodic  burro 
roundups  — 

—  using  wranglers  on  horseback 

—  using  helicopters 

—  timed  to  disturb  wilderness  values  as  little  as 
possible 

Periodic  burro  inventory  to  ensure  that  burro 
numbers  are  maintained  at  proper  levels 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


KOFA  UNIT  3 

SOUTHERN  ADDITION 

(AZ-050-31)  -  (3,400  Acres) 


—  increase  to  575  VDY  from  the  present  300 
VDY  (285  VDY  motorized;  15  VDY  nonmoto- 
rized) 

—  be  mostly  (545  VDY;  95  percent)  motorized, 
e.g.,  recreational  4-wheeling,  hunter  and 
trapper  access,  vehicle-based  camping 

—  be  partly  (30  VDY;  5  percent)  nonmotorized, 
e.g.,  day  hiking,  sightseeing,  rockhounding, 
backpacking,  camping 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  One  existing  water 
catchment  often  needs  water  additions  —  which 
would  be  transported  by  truck  over  an  existing  ve- 
hicle way 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
the  entire  3,400  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-25). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  be  closed  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  decrease  to  50  VDY  from  the  present  300  VDY 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  sight- 
seeing, rockhounding,  backpacking,  camp- 
ing 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  The  one  existing 
water  development  often  needs  water  additions  — 
which  would  be  flown  in  with  difficulty  by  helicop- 
ter, or  transported  by  vehicle  on  a  case-by-case 
basis  (subject  to  State  Director  approval).  (See 
Chapter  2  -  Assumptions.) 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  the  entire 
3,400  acres  to  other  resources  uses  (Map  2-25). 


KOFA  UNIT  4 

NORTHERN  ADDITION 

(AZ-050-33)  -  (1,900  Acres) 


The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  designate  1,380 
acres  as  wilderness  and  return  the  other  520  acres 
to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-26). 

The  proposed  boundaries  were  established 
to  — 
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—  exclude  an  inferred  zeolite  mineral  deposit  on 
southwest  boundary 

—  follow  distinct  geographical  features  readily 
identifiable  to  visitors 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  designated  area. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  The  0.4  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  within  the  area  would  be  closed  to 
motorized  recreation  use 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  decrease  to  50  VDY  from  the  present  1 1 0  VDY 
(100  VDY  motorized;  10  VDY  nonmotorized) 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  sight- 
seeing, rockhounding,  hunting 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  520  acres  returned  to  other  resource  uses. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  nondesignated 
area.  Within  these  areas,  the  following  mines  are 
projected  for  development  — 


Type      Size 

Access                           Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

Su    Small 

1.0  mile  of  upgraded  T.  2  S.,  R.  19  W., 
12-foot  wide  road        sec.  29,  W% 

50 

One  comprehensive  exploration  program  for 
zeolite  is  projected  in  southern  part  to  confirm 
extent  and  reserves,  disturbing  2.0  acres 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  0.1  mile  of  vehi- 
cle ways. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  50  VDY  from  the  present  40  VDY 
(all  motorized) 

—  be    entirely    motorized,    e.g.,    recreational 
4-wheeling,  hunter  and  trapper  access 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
the  entire  1,900  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-27). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  WSA.  Within 
these  areas,  the  following  mines  (on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights)  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Type  Size 


Access 


Location 


Acres 
Disturbed 


Su    small 


1.0  mile  of  upgraded  T.  2S.,  R.  19  W., 
1 2-foot  wide  road       sec.  29,  Wh 


50 


All  locations  are  GSRM. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  The  0.5  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA  would  be  closed  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  decrease  to  50  VDY  from  the  present  1 50  VDY 
(140  VDY  motorized;  10  VDY  nonmotorized) 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  sight- 
seeing, rockhounding 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return  the 
entire  1,900  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map 
2-27). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  are  included  in  the  WSA.  Within 
these  areas,  the  following  mines  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Lands  Management  Actions.  A  two-mile  portion 
of  a  powerline  is  projected  to  be  built  in  the 
0.5-mile-wide  portion  of  a  utility  corridor  that  over- 
laps the  western  edge  of  the  area. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


Type  Size 


Access 


Location 


Su    Small 


1.0  mile  of  upgraded  T.  2  S.,  R.  19  W., 
12-foot  wide  road        sec.  29,  WV4 


Acres 
Disturbed 


50 


Exploration  activity  would  be  the  same  as 
described  for  the  Proposed  /Action  Partial  Wilder- 
ness alternative 


All  locations  are  GSRM. 
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Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  within  the  WSA  would  be  restricted  to 
one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  300  VDY  from  the  present  150 
VDY 

—  be  mostly  (285  VDY;  95  percent)  motorized, 
e.g.,  recreational  4-wheeling,  hunter  and 
trapper  access 

—  be  partly  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking, 
sightseeing,  rockhounding 

Lands  Management  Actions.  A  two-mile  portion 
of  a  powerline  is  projected  to  be  built  in  the 
0.5-mile-wide  portion  of  a  utility  corridorthat  over- 
laps the  western  edge  of  the  WSA. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


KOFA  UNIT  4 

SOUTHERN  ADDITION 

(AZ-050-34)  -  (11,220  Acres) 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  forthe  Kofa  Unit  4,  South- 
ern Addition  WSA  would  return  the  entire  11,220 
acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-28). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  seven  miles  of 
vehicle  ways. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  300  VDY  from  the  present  150 
VDY  (140  VDY  motorized;  10  VDY  nonmoto- 
rized) 

—  be  mostly  (95  percent)  motorized,  e.g.,  recre- 
ational 4-wheeling,  hunter  and  trapper 
access,  vehicle-based  camping 

—  be  partly  (5  percent)  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day 
rockhounding,  small  game  hunting,  camping 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Two  wildlife  water 
developments  are  projected  — 

—  metal  shed  apron  water  catchments  at  T.  4  S., 
R.  19  W.,  sec.  32,  and  T.  3  S.,  R.  19  W.,  sec. 
29  to  benefit  mule  deer  and  desert  bighorn 
sheep 


—  would  hold  17,000  gallons  each 

—  would  be  enclosed  by  a  three-rail  fences  to 
exclude  burros 

—  would    be   camouflaged   to    reduce   visual 
impacts 

—  would  be  built  of  materials  brought  in  by 
trucks  on  existing  ways 

—  would  be  maintained  by  vehicles  on  existing 
ways 

—  would  disturb  about  one  acre  each,  for  a  total 
of  two  acres 

About  600  acres  of  this  WSA  would  continue  to 
be  managed  as  priority  wildlife  habitat. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
the  entire  11,220  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-28). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Seven  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  be  closed  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  decrease  to  50  VDY  from  the  present  1 50  VDY 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  rockhounding  and 
small  game  hunting 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Two  wildlife  water 
developments  are  projected  — 

—  metal  shed  apron  water  catchments  at  T.  4  S., 
R.  19  W.,  sec.  32,  and  T.  3  S.,  R.  19  W.,  sec. 
29,  to  benefit  mule  deer  and  desert  bighorn 
sheep 

—  would  hold  17,000  gallons  each 

—  would  be  enclosed  by  a  three-rail  fences  to 
exclude  burros 

—  would  be  camouflaged  to  reduce  visual 
impacts 

—  would  be  built  of  materials  brought  in  by  heli- 
copter 

—  would  be  maintained  with  difficulty  by  foot, 
horseback  or  helicopter  access  —  or  by 
motor  vehicles  on  a  case-by-case  basis  (sub- 
ject to  State  Director  approval) 

—  would  disturb  about  one  acre  each,  for  a  total 
of  two  acres 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 
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LITTLE  PICACHO  PEAK  ADDITION 
(AZ-050-35)  -  (2,915  Acres) 


No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  all  2,915 
acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-29). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  moderate 
mineral  potential  are  included  in  the  WSA.  Within 
these  areas,  the  following  mines  are  projected  for 
development  — 


Type  Size  Access 


Location 


Acres 
Disturbed 


Su    Small 


1.5  miles  of  new 
12-foot-wide  road 


T.  13  S.,  R.  23  E., 
sec.  35,  WA 


50 


Onecomprehensiveexploration  program  is  pro- 
jected in  section  35,  disturbing  2.0  acres. 

All  locations  are  SBM. 

Approximately  2,275  acres  of  federal  mineral 
estate  within  the  area  are  under  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation withdrawal. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  one  mile  of 
trails  in  shallow  washes  along  the  eastern  bound- 
ary and  1.5  miles  of  new  mining  roads. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  500  VDY  from  the  present  200 
VDY  (10  VDY  motorized;  190  VDY  nonmoto- 
rized) 

—  be  mostly  (380  VDY;  76  percent)  nonmoto- 
rized,  e.g.,  hiking,  camping,  rockhounding 

—  be  partly  (120  VDY;  24  percent)  motorized 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Three  runoff  struc- 
tures are  projected  — 

—  would  trap  runoff  sediments  and  allow  them 
to  accumulate  and  form  thick,  moisture- 
holding  layer  of  topsoil 

—  would  provide  a  wetter  environment  to  pro- 
mote high-quality  wildlife  forage  and  cover 
plants 

—  would  be  as  inconspicuous  as  possible 
through  careful  design 

—  would  be  accessible  from  existing  roads  and 
dry  washes 

—  would  disturb  about  one-half  acre  each  dur- 
ing construction 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  be  desig- 
nate all  2,915  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-29). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  One  mile  of 
trails  would  be  closed  to  motorized  recreation 
use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  400  VDY  from  the  present  200 
VDY 

—  be  entirely  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking, 
sightseeing,  rockhounding,  camping 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


(AZ-050-53A)  -  14,455  Acres 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  designate  8,855 
acres  as  wilderness  and  return  5,600  acres  to 
other  resource  uses  (Map  2-30). 

The  proposed  boundaries  were  established 
to  — 

—  allow  development  of  uranium  deposits  on 
eastern  boundary 

—  allow  continued  vehicle  access  to  the  popular 
Muggins  Wash  for  recreation  and  mining  by 
cherrystemming  the  vehicle  way 

—  improve  the  northwestern  boundary  so  it  fol- 
lows a  natural  geographic  feature 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  designated  area. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  Three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  be  closed  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  250  VDY  from  the  present  170 
VDY  (70  motorized;  100  nonmotorized) 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  small  game  and 
deer  hunting,  rock  climbing,  day  hiking,  back- 
packing 

A  trail  head  (consisting  of  a  gravel  parking  area, 
small  bulletin  board/kiosk  and  low  maintenance 
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vault  toilets)  is  projected  to  be  developed  on  the 
area  boundary  in  T.  8  S.,  R.  19  W.,  sec.  30,  to  facil- 
itate access  to  designated  area. 


Wildlife  Management  Actions.  One  wildlife  water 
development  is  projected  — 

—    improve  a  natural  tinaja  (T.  8  S.,  R.  20  W.,  sec. 
13)  which  would  involve 

—  hauling  materials  and  tools  in  by  heli- 
copter 

—  rock-filled  wire  baskets  above  tinaja  to 
trap  silt  and  prevent  the  tinaja  filling  in 

—  sealing  cracks  where  necessary 

—  installing  a  small  rock  and  cement  dam 
to  increase  storage  capacity,  using 
gasoline-powered  rock  drills 

—  installing  a  shade  structure  to  reduce 
evaporation 

—  building  a  3-raii  fence  to  exclude  bur- 
ros 

—  camouflaging  to  reduce  visual  impacts 

—  impact  from  construction  of  less  than 
one  acre 

—  maintenance  access  by  foot,  horse- 
back or  helicopter  —  or  by  vehicle  on 
a  case-by-case  basis  (subject  to  State 
Director  approval) 

—  construction  supplies  transported  by 
helicopter 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated 
in  the  5,600  acres  returned  to  other  resource  uses. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  moderate 
potential  for  uranium  are  included  in  the  nonde- 
signated  area.  Within  these  areas,  the  following 
mines  are  projected  for  development  — 


Type  Size           Access 

Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

Su    moderate  1 .0  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wide  road 

T.  8S.,  R.  19  W., 
sec.  21 ,  W14 

300 

Su    small         2.0  miles  of  new 
12-foot-wide  road 

T.  8  S.,  R.  19  W., 
sec.  10,  W/4 

50 

Total 

350 

Two  comprehensive  exploration  programs  are 
projected  to  determine  the  extent  of  uranium 
resources,  disturbing  three  acres 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 

Approximately  10  acres  of  federal  mineral 
estate  within  the  area  are  under  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation withdrawal. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  7.5  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  three  miles  of  new  mining  roads. 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  increase  to  750  VDY  from  the  present  430 
VDY  (360  motorized;  70  nonmotorized) 

—  be  mostly  (700  VDY;  93  percent)  motorized, 
e.g.,  hiking,  camping,  hunting 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  One  wildlife  water 
development  is  projected  — 

—  apron  water  catchment  in  T.  8  S.,  R.  19  W., 
sec.  21 

—  17,000-gallon  tank 

—  enclosed    by    3-rail    pipe    fence    to 
exclude  burros 

—  camouflaged  to  reduce  visual  impact 

—  vehicle  ways  used  for  trucks  hauling 
construction  supplies 

—  maintenance  access  by  vehicle  ways 

—  would  disturb  about  one  acre 

Lands  Management  Actions.  A  3.5-mile  section  of 
powerline  is  projected  to  be  built  in  the  0.5-mile- 
wide  portions  of  a  utility  corridor  that  overlap  the 
northern  boundary  of  the  WSA. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
the  entire  14,455  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-31). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions.  The  10.5  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA  would  be  closed 
to  motorized  recreation  use 

Recreation  use  is  projected  to  — 

—  decrease  to  300  VDY  from  the  present  600 
VDY  (430  VDY  motorized;  170  VDY  nonmot- 
orized) 

—  be  all  nonmotorized,  e.g.,  day  hiking,  rock- 
hounding,  backpacking,  camping,  rockclimb- 
ing,  hunting 

A  trail  head  (consisting  of  a  gravel  parking  area, 
small  bulletin  board/kiosk  and  low  maintenance 
vault  toilets)  is  projected  to  be  developed  on  the 
area  boundary  in  T.  8  S.,  R.  19  W.,  sec.  30,  to  facil- 
itate access  to  the  designated  area. 
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Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Two  wildlife  water 
developments  are  projected  — 

—  improve  a  natural  tinaja  (T.  8  S.,  R.  20  W.,  sec. 
13)  which  would  involve 

—  rock-filled  wire  baskets  above  tinaja  to 
trap  silt  and  prevent  the  tinaja  filling  in 

—  sealing  cracks  where  necessary 

—  installing  a  small  rock  and  cement  dam 
to  increase  storage  capacity,  using 
gasoline-powered  rock  drills 

—  installing  a  shade  structure  to  reduce 
evaporation 

—  building  a  3-rail  fence  to  exclude  bur- 
ros 

—  camouflaging  to  reduce  visual  impacts 

—  impact  from  construction  of  less  than 
one  acre 

—  apron  water  catchment  in  T.  8  S.,  R.  19  W., 
sec.  21 

—  17,000-gaIlon  tank 

—  enclosed  by  3-rail  pipe  fence  to 
exclude  burros 

—  disturbance  of  about  one  acre 

—  camouflaged  to  reduce  visual  impact 

—  foot,  horseback  or  helicopters  used  for 
hauling  construction  supplies 

Maintenance  access  by  foot,  horseback  or  heli- 
copter for  both  the  catchment  and  the  tinaja 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return  the 
entire  14,455  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map 
2-31). 

The  following  uses  and  actions  are  anticipated. 

Mineral  Development  Actions.  Areas  of  moderate 
potential  for  uranium  are  included  in  the  WSA. 
Within  these  areas,  the  following  mines  are  pro- 
jected for  development  — 


Type  Size           Access 

Location 

Acres 
Disturbed 

Su    moderate  1.0  mile  of  new 

12-foot-wideroad 

T.  8S.,  R.  19  W„ 
sec.  21,  W% 

300 

Su    small         2.0  miles  of  new 
12-foot-wide  road 

T.  8S.,  R.  19  W., 
sec.  10,  W% 

50 

Total 

350 

All  locations  are  GSRM. 

Approximately  50  acres  of  federal  mineral 
estate  within  the  area  are  under  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation withdrawal. 


Recreation  Management  Actions.  Motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  restricted  to  10.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways.  Recreation  use  is  projected 
to  — 

—  increase  to  1,000  VDY  from  the  present  600 
VDY 

—  be  mostly  (700  VDY;  70  percent)  motorized, 
e.g.,  hiking,  camping,  hunting 

—  be  partly  nonmotorized  (300  VDY;  30  per- 
cent), e.g.,  day  hiking,  rockhounding,  back- 
packing, camping,  rock  climbing,  hunting 

Wildlife  Management  Actions.  Two  wildlife  water 
developments  are  projected  — 

—  improve  a  natural  tinaja  (T.  8  S.,  R.  20  W.,  sec. 
13)  which  would  involve 

—  rock-filled  wire  baskets  above  tinaja  to 
trap  silt  and  prevent  the  tinaja  filling  in 

—  sealing  cracks  where  necessary 

—  installing  a  small  rock  and  cement  dam 
to  increase  storage  capacity 

—  installing  a  shade  structure  to  reduce 
evaporation 

—  building  a  3-rail  fence  to  exclude  bur- 
ros 

—  camouflaging  to  reduce  visual  impacts 

—  impact  from  construction  of  less  than 
one  acre 

—  maintenance  access  by  vehicle  ways 

—  apron  water  catchment  in  T.  8  S.,  R.  19  W., 
sec.  21 

—  17,000-gaIlon  tank 

—  enclosed    by    3-rail    pipe    fence    to 
exclude  burros 

—  camouflaged  to  reduce  visual  impact 

—  construction  impact  of  about  one  acre 

—  vehicle  ways  used  for  trucks  hauling 
construction  supplies 

—  maintenance  access  by  vehicle  ways 

Lands  Management  Actions.  A  powerline  (nine 
miles)  is  projected  to  be  built  in  the  0.5-mile-wide 
portion  of  the  corridor  that  overlaps  the  northern 
edge  of  the  WSA  boundary. 

No    other    resource    management    actions 
planned  under  this  alternative. 


Two  comprehensive  exploration  programs  are 
projected  to  determine  the  extent  of  uranium 
resources,  disturbing  three  acres 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

DEAD  MOUNTAINS  NORTHERN  ADDITION  (AZ-050-01)  -  1,815  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Utility  Corridors 


Motorized  recreation  use  on  four  miles  of  trails 
would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately 
1,725  acres  (95  percent  of  the  WSA).  The 
projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
from  225  to  325  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this 
area. 

Construction  and  maintenance  activities  along  four 
miles  of  powerline  would  cause  a  loss  or  impairment 
of  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  opportunities  on 
1,815  acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  from  25  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities 
for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

An  estimated  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
to  325  VDY  from  225  VDY  would  not  affect 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the 
four  miles  of  trails  in  the  WSA,  except  for  some 
impairment  during  heavy  use  periods. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  approximately 
1 ,725  acres  (95  percent  of  the  WSA)  because  of 
motorized  recreation  use.  These  opportunities 
would  be  further  impaired  by  a  44  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 

Construction  and  maintenance  activities  along  four 
miles  of  powerline  would  occasionally  impair 
nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  over  the 
entire  1,815-acre  area. 

One  potentially  eligible  National  Register  site 
could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  and  site  destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by  recreation  users  and  by 
surface  disturbances  resulting  from  the 
construction  of  four  miles  of  powerline. 


Surface  disturbances  from  the  construction  of  four 
miles  of  powerline  would  destroy  approximately 
ten  acres  of  potential  desert  tortoise  habitat. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  four  miles  of  trails 
would  continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert 
tortoise  individuals  and  their  burrows. 

Construction  of  a  projected  powerline  in  the 
section  of  designated  corridor  that  traverses  the 
WSA  would  proceed  as  planned. 


Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  across  1,815  acres  (100  percent 
of  the  WSA)  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use 
on  four  miles  of  trails  and  precluding  the 
construction  and  maintenance  of  four  miles  of 
powerline. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreaiion 
use  from  25  VDY  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities 
for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Closing  four  miles  of  trails  to  motorized  recreation 
use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities  for  motorized 
recreation  use  in  the  WSA. 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  enhanced  and  maintained  on  all  1,815  acres  in  the 
WSA  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  four 
miles  of  trails,  and  by  precluding  the  construction 
of  four  miles  of  powerline. 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  vandalism, 
casual  disturbance  and  site  destruction  at  one 
potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  by 
closing  four  miles  of  trails  to  motorized  recreation 
use  and  precluding  the  construction  of  four  miles 
of  powerline  within  the  WSA. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation 
users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  ten  acres  of  potential  desert  tortoise 
habitat  by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from  the 
construction  of  four  miles  of  powerline.  It  would 
also  minimize  the  crushing  of  desert  tortoise 
individuals  and  burrows  by  motor  vehicles  by  closing 
four  miles  of  trails  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Closing  a  four-mile  section  of  designated  utility 
corridor  within  the  WSA  could  adversely  impact  the 
construction  of  a  projected  powerline  by  forcing 
rerouting  of  the  powerline  across  the  adjacent  Fort 
Mohave  Indian  Reservation. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


DEAD  MOUNTAINS  SOUTHERN  ADDITION  (AZ-050-02)  -  630  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Utility  Corridors 


Motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  trails 
would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  630  acres 
(100  percent  of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase 
in  motorized  recreation  use  from  160  to  250  VDY 
would  further  impair  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  opportunities  in  the  area. 

Construction  and  maintenance  activities  along  two 
miles  of  powerline  would  cause  a  loss  or 
impairment  of  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  on  630  acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  from  40  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities 
for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

An  estimated  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
to  250  VDY  from  160  VDY  would  not  affect 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the 
two  miles  of  trails  in  the  WSA,  except  for  some 
impairment  during  heavy  use  periods. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  630  acres 
(100  percent  of  the  WSA)  because  of  motorized 
recreation  use.  These  opportunities  would  be 
further  impaired  by  a  36  percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Construction  and  maintenance  activities  along  two 
miles  of  powerline  would  occasionally  impair 
nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  over  the 
entire  630-acre  area. 

One  potentially  eligible  National  Register  site 
could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  and  site  destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by  recreation  users,  and 
surface  disturbances  resulting  from  the 
construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline. 


Surface  disturbances  from  the  construction  of 
two  miles  of  powerline  would  destroy  five  acres  of 
potential  desert  tortoise  habitat. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  trails 
would  continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert 
tortoise  individuals  and  their  burrows. 

Construction  of  a  projected  powerline  in  the 
section  of  designated  corridor  that  traverses  the 
WSA  would  proceed  as  planned. 


Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and 
maintain  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  across 
630  acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  two 
miles  of  trails  and  precluding  the  construction 
and  maintenance  of  two  miles  of  powerline. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from  40  to  50  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Closing  two  miles  of  trails  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the  WSA. 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  and  maintained  on  all 
630  acres  in  the  WSA  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  trails  and 
precluding  construction  and  maintenance 
activities  along  two  miles  of  powerline. 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent 
vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  two  miles  of  trails  to 
motorized  recreation  use  and  precluding  the 
construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation 
users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
five  acres  of  potential  desert  tortoise  habitat 
by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from  the 
construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline  in  the 
area.  It  would  also  minimize  the  crushing  of 
desert  tortoise  individuals  and  burrows  by  motor 
vehicles  by  closing  two  miles  of  trails  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Closing  a  two-mile  section  of  designated  utility 
corridor  within  the  WSA  could  adversely  impact 
the  construction  of  a  projected  powerline  by 
forcing  rerouting  of  the  powerline  across  the 
adjacent  Fort  Mohave  Indian  Reservation. 
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TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

CHEMEHUEVI  MOUNTAINS  ADDITION  (AZ-050-03)  -  195  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Uses  of  Withdrawn  Land 


Construction  and  maintenance  activities  along 
one  mile  of  pipeline  and  operations  at  an  85-acre 
quarry  would  cause  a  loss  or  impairment  of  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  195  acres  (100  percent 
oftheWSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from  10  to  20  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Construction  and  maintenance  activities  along 
one  mile  of  pipeline  and  operations  at  an 
85-acre  quarry  would  impair  nonmotorized 
recreation  opportunities  over  the  entire 
195-acrearea. 

One  potentially  eligible  National  Register 
site  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  surface 
disturbances  resulting  from  the  construction 
of  one  mile  of  pipeline  and  the  development 
of  an  85-acre  quarry. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  construction  of 
one  mile  of  pipeline  and  the  development  of  an 
85-acre  quarry  would  destroy  approximately 
87.5  acres  of  potential  desert  tortoise  habitat. 


Development  of  a  projected  85-acre  riprap 
quarry  would  help  to  ensure  a  constant  supply 
of  riprap  for  Bureau  of  Reclamation  operations 
along  the  Lower  Colorado  River. 


Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilderness 
alternative  would  enhance  and  maintain  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  across  195  acres 
(100  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  the 
construction  and  maintenance  of  one  mile  of 
pipeline  and  the  development  of  an  85-acre 
riprap  quarry. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  from  10  to  20  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities 
for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  maintained  on  all  195  acres  in  the  WSA 
by  precluding  the  construction  of  one  mile  of 
pipeline  and  the  development  of  an  85-acre 
quarry  in  the  area. 

Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  precluding  the  construction  of 
one  mile  of  pipeline  and  the  development  of  an 
85-acre  quarry. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  87.5  acres  of  potential  desert 
tortoise  habitat  by  precluding  surface 
disturbances  from  the  construction  of  one  mile 
of  pipeline  and  the  development  of  an  85-acre 
quarry. 

Precluding  the  development  of  a  projected  USBR 
quarry  site  could  disrupt  the  supply  of  riprap  for 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  operations  along  the  Lower 
Colorado  River. 


CHEMEHUEVI/NEEDLES  ADDITION  (AZ-050-04)  -  960  Acres 


Environmental  issues 


Proposed  Action/All  Wilderness 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Wilderness  designation  would  maintain  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness  and  primitive 
recreation  across  960  acres  (100  percent  of  the 
WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from  10  to  20  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  not  change  under  the  Proposed  Action/All 
Wilderness  alternative. 


Due  to  the  area's  isolation  and  lack  of  motorized 
recreation  access  and  anticipated  actions,  no  loss 
or  impairment  of  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness 
and  primitive  recreation  is  expected  on  960  acres 
(100  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  from  10  to  20  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities 
for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
not  change  under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative. 


95 


ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


NEEDLES  EASTERN  ADDITION  (AZ-050-05B)  -  465  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  and  trails  would  continue  to  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  465  acres  (100  percent 
of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use  from  45  to  90  VDY 
would  further  impair  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from  5  to  10  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

An  estimated  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
to  90  VDY  from  45  VDY  would  not  affect  opportuni- 
ties for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the  one  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  and  trails  in  the  WSA,  except 
for  some  impairment  during  heavy  use  periods. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  465  acres 
(100  percent  of  the  WSA)  because  of  motorized 
recreation  use.  These  opportunities  would  be 
further  impaired  by  a  100  percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 

One  potentially  eligible  National  Register  site 
within  the  WSA  could  be  adversely  impacted  by 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site 
destruction  resulting  from  increased  visitation 
by  recreation  users. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half 
mile  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  rehabilitation 
of  0.6  acre  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  across  465  acres 
(100  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  vehicle  ways  and  trails. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  from  5  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities 
for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Closing  one  mile  of  vehicle  ways  and  trails  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  within 
the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  on  all  465  acres  in  the  WSA  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  and  trails. 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  vandalism 
and  casual  disturbance  at  one  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  site  by  closing  one  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  and  trails  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Closing  one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  allow  rehabilitation  of  0.6  acre 
of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  through  revegetation 
of  existing  surface  disturbances. 


CROSSMAN  PEAK  (AZ-050-07B)  -  38,630  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Designated  Area 

Wilderness  Values  Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and 

maintain  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude,  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
29,255  acres  (97  percent  of  the  designated 
portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  three 
comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
two  moderate  sized  underground  mining 
operations,  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  five  underground  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on 
approximately  900  acres  (three  percent  of  the 
designated  area). 

Construction  of  one  dam  or  pothole  wildlife 
water  catchment  would  impair  the  wilderness 
value  of  naturalness  on  approximately  10  acres. 


Nondesignated  Area 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  2.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  on  approximately  500  acres  (6  percent 
of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA).  The 
projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
from  200  to  2,500  VDY  would  further  impair 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  in  this  area. 

Powerline  maintenance  activities  would  continue 
to  impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  on  approximately  300  acres  (4  percent 
of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  from  50  to  500  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities 
for  solitude  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 
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SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

CROSSMAN  PEAK  (AZ-050-07B)  -  38,630  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Mineral  Development 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Nonmotorlzed  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Native  American  Values 


Designated  Area 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from  250  to  2,000  VDY  would 
reduce  opportunities  for  solitude  within  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Withdrawal  of  26,015  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  development  of 
gold  and  tungsten  resources  within  the  designated 
area  by  curtailing  three  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  denying  two  projected  mines. 

Some  of  the  gold  and  tungsten  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  developed  at  five  projected 
mines,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Closing  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the  designated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  and  maintained  across 
approximately  29,265  acres  (97  percent  of  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding 
three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the 
development  of  two  underground  mines,  and  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on 
10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately 
900  acres  by  the  development  of  five 
underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights. 

Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent 
vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  four  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  sites  by  closing  10.5  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use, 
and  by  precluding  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  two  underground 
mines  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
five  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  could  cause  site  destruction  at 
one  or  more  of  these  four  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation 
users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site 
destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  benefit  the 
natural  and  cultural  conditions  considered 
necessary  to  maintain  Native  American 
traditional  values  associated  with  Crossman 
Peak  by  precluding  the  development  of  two 
underground  mines  and  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
five  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  would  impair  the  natural  and 
cultural  conditions  associated  with  Native 
American  traditional  values  in  the  Crossman 
Peak  area. 


Nondesignated  Area 


No  mining  operations  are  projected  on  the 
5,935  acres  that  would  be  open  to  mineral  entry 
within  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


A  tenfold  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  would 
impair  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in 
the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  approximately 
500  acres  (6  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA)  because  of  motorized  recreation  use.  These 
opportunities  would  be  further  impaired  by  a  tenfold 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use,  which  would 
result  in  a  50  percent  reduction  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  within  this  area. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  occasionally  impaired  across  approximately 
300  acres  by  powerline  maintenance  activities. 


Two  potentially  eligible  National  Register  sites 
on  the  portion  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness 
could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  or  site  destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by  recreation  users. 


On  the  portion  of  the  Crossman  Peak  WSA  not 
designated  wilderness,  increases  in  recreation 
use  from  250  to  3,000  VDY  and  continued  motorized 
recreation  use  on  2.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  could 
impair  the  conditions  considered  necessary  for 
maintaining  Native  American  traditional  values. 
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GROSSMAN  PEAK  (AZ-050-07B)  -  38,  630  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Designated  Area 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  106  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface  disturbance 
from  three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the 
development  of  two  underground  mines,  and  allow 
rehabilitation  of  existing  surface  disturbance 
on  3.6  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
by  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
five  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  160  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  106  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  the  desert  night  lizard,  Gila  monster, 
desert  tortoise,  Gilbert's  skink,  desert 
bighorn  sheep,  bald  eagle  and  peregrine  falcon 
by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from  three 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  the 
development  of  two  underground  mines.  It  would 
also  minimize  the  potential  for  crushing  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and 
burrows  by  closing  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
five  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
160  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
night  lizard,  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster, 
Gilbert's  skink,  bald  eagle  and  peregrine 
falcon  within  the  area. 


Nondesignated  Area 

No  impacts  to  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are 
projected  in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Motorized  recreation  use  on  2.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  their 
burrows. 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values  Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and 

maintain  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  across  a  total 
of  approximately  37,720  acres  (98  percent  of  the 
WSA)  by  precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs,  the  development  of  two 
moderate  sized  mines  and  powerline  maintenance 
activities,  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  13  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  five  underground  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  a 
total  of  approximately  900  acres  (two  percent  of 
the  WSA). 

Construction  of  one  dam  or  pothole  wildlife  water 
catchment  would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of 
naturalness  on  approximately  10  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  from  1,250  to  2,500  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  the  development  of  seven  underground  mines 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of 
approximately  1,200  acres  (three  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  13  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
and  1.5  miles  of  mine  road  would  continue  to  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  approximately  2,600  acres 
(seven  percent  of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase 
in  motorized  recreation  use  from  1,250  to  2,500  VDY 
would  further  impair  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 


Construction  of  one  apron  wildlife  water  catchment 
would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on 
approximately  10  acres. 

Powerline  maintenance  would  continue  to  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  on  approximately  300  acres  (one  percent 
of  the  WSA). 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


CROSSMAN  PEAK  (AZ-050-07B)  -  38,630  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Mineral  Development 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Native  American  Values 


Withdrawal  of  31,950  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  development  of 
gold  and  tungsten  resources  within  the  WSA  by 
curtailing  three  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
denying  two  projected  mines. 

Some  of  the  gold  and  tungsten  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  developed  at  five  projected 
mines,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Closing  13  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreation  use  within  the  WSA. 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  and  maintained  across 
approximately  37,730  acres  (98  percent  of  the 
WSA)  by  precluding  three  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  two  underground 
mines  and  powerline  maintenance  activities,  and 
by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on 
13  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately 
900  acres  by  the  development  of  five  underground 
mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  1,250  to  2,500  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities 
for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Gold  and  tungsten  resources  within  the  WSA  would  be 
fully  evaluated  in  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  developed  at  seven  projected  mines. 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent 
vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  six  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  sites  by  closing  13  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  by 
precluding  three  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
the  development  of  two  underground  mines  within 
the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  five 
underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  could  cause  site  destruction  at  one  or 
more  of  these  six  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation 
users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  benefit  the  natural 
and  cultural  conditions  considered  necessary  to 
maintain  Native  American  traditional  values 
associated  with  Crossman  Peak  by  precluding  the 
development  of  two  underground  mines  and  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  13  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  five 
underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  impair  the  natural  and  cultural 
conditions  associated  with  Native  American 
traditional  values  in  the  Crossman  Peak  area. 


An  estimated  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
to  2,500  VDY  from  1 ,250  VDY  would  not  affect 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the 
13  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  1.5  miles  of  mine 
roads  in  the  WSA,  except  for  some  impairment  during 
heavy  use  periods. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately  1,200  acres 
(three  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  three  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  the  development  of  seven 
underground  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  approximately 
2,500  acres  (seven  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized 
recreation  use  on  13  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and 
1.5  miles  of  mine  roads.  These  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  100  percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  occasionally  impaired  across  approximately 
300  acres  by  powerline  maintenance  activities. 

Six  potentially  eligible  National  Register  sites 
could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  and  site  destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by  recreation  users,  and  by 
surface  disturbances  resulting  from  mineral 
exploration  and  the  development  of  seven  mines. 


Increases  in  recreation  use  from  2,500  to  5,000  VDY, 
surface  disturbances  on  approximately  266  acres  from 
mineral  exploration  activities  and  the  development  of 
seven  mines,  and  continued  motorized  recreation  use 
on  13  miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  impair  the  conditions 
considered  necessary  to  maintain  Native  American 
traditional  values  associated  with  Crossman  Peak. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


CROSSMAN  PEAK  (AZ-050-07B)  -  38,  630  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  106  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  by  precluding  surface  disturbance  from 
three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the 
development  of  two  underground  mines.  It  would 
also  allow  rehabilitation  of  existing  surface 
disturbance  on  3.6  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
by  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of  five 
underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
160  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  106  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
the  desert  night  lizard,  desert  tortoise,  Gila 
monster,  Gilbert's  skink,  bald  eagle  and 
peregrine  falcon  by  precluding  surface 
disturbances  from  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  two  underground 
mines.  It  would  also  minimize  the  potential  for 
motor  vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  and  their  burrows  by  closing 
13  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  vehicle  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  five 
underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
160  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
night  lizard,  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster, 
Gilbert's  skink,  bald  eagle  and  peregrine  falcon 
within  the  area. 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  seven  underground 
mines  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
266  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  rehabilitation  of 
5.4  acres  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 


Surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  seven  underground 
mines  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
266  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert  night 
lizard,  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  Gilbert's 
skink,  bald  eagle  and  peregrine  falcon  within  the 
area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  13  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  1 .5  miles  of  mining  roads  would  continue  to 
occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals  and  their  burrows. 


MOHAVE  WASH  (AZ-050-07C/050-48/020-52)  -  103,365  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


Wilderness  Values  Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs, 

two  general  mineral  exploration  programs,  and 
the  development  of  two  surface  mines  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of 
approximately  2,500  acres  (two  percent  of  the 
WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  50  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  on  approximately  15,500  acres 
(15  percent  of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase 
in  motorized  recreation  use  from  1 ,900  to 
4,750  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Construction  of  five  wildlife  water  developments 
and  one  livestock  exclosure  would  impair  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on  approximately 
41  acres. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  across  a  total  of  approximately 
101,155  acres  (98  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding 
two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
two  general  mineral  exploration  programs,  the 
development  of  one  small  mine,  and  construction  and 
maintenance  activities  along  three  miles  of  powerline, 
and  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on 
50  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  one  surface  mine  on  nonfederal 
mineral  estate  would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  on  approximately  2,150  acres  (two  percent 
of  the  designated  area). 

Construction  of  four  dam  or  pothole  wildlife  water 
catchments,  one  collection  box  and  one  exclosure 
would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  of 
approximately  41  acres. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


MOHAVE  WASH  (AZ-050-07C/050-48/020-52)  -  103,365  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Mineral  Development 


Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  would 
cause  a  loss  or  impairment  of  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  on  approximately  200  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from  100  to  250  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  would  be  fully 
evaluated  in  four  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  developed  at  two  projected  mines. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


An  estimated  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  to  4,750  VDY  from  1,900  VDY  would  not  affect 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  on 
the  50  miles  of  vehicle  ways  in  the  WSA,  except 
for  some  impairment  during  heavy  use  periods. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately 
2,500  acres  (two  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  four 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  two  surface  mines. 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across 
approximately  15,500  acres  (15  percent  of  the 
WSA)  by  motorized  recreation  use  on  50  miles  of 
vehicle  ways.  These  opportunities  would  be 
further  impaired  by  a  150  percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across 
approximately  200  acres  by  powerline 
construction  and  maintenance  activities. 

Five  potentially  eligible  National  Register 
sites  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  and  site  destruction 
resulting  from  increased  visitation  by 
recreation  users,  and  by  surface  disturbances 
resulting  from  mineral  exploration,  the 
development  of  two  mines  and  construction  of 
three  miles  of  powerline. 


Withdrawal  of  45,565  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  development  of 
mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  by  curtailing  four 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  denying  one 
projected  mine. 

Some  of  the  mineral  resources  within  the  area  would 
be  developed  at  one  projected  mine,  on  nonfederal 
mineral  estate. 

Closing  50  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  in  the  WSA. 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  enhanced  and  maintained  across  approximately 
101,215  acres  (98  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding 
four  mineral  exploration  programs,  the  development 
of  one  surface  mine,  and  construction  and 
maintenance  activities  along  three  miles  of 
powerline,  and  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation 
use  on  50  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 


Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  approximately  2,150  acres  by  the 
development  of  one  surface  mine  on  nonfederal 
mineral  estate. 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  vandalism, 
Casual  disturbance  and  site  destruction  at  five 
potentially  eligible  National  Register  sites  by 
closing  50  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use,  and  by  precluding  four  mineral 
exploration  programs,  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  and  powerline  construction  activities  within 
the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate  could 
cause  site  destruction  at  one  or  more  of  these  five 
sites. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

MOHAVE  WASH  (AZ-050-07C/050-48/020-52)  - 103,365  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Surface  disturbances  from  four  mineral 
exploration  programs,  the  development  of  two 
surface  mines  and  construction  of  three  miles  of 
powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 366  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  8.5  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  rehabilitation  of 
10.2  acres  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Surface  disturbances  from  four  mineral 
exploration  programs,  the  development  of  two 
surface  mines  and  construction  of  three  miles  of 
powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  366  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  within  the 
area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  50  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  their 
burrows. 


Environmental  Issues 


Partial  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  66  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  by  precluding  surface  disturbance  from  four 
mineral  exploration  programs,  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  and  construction  of  three  miles  of 
powerline.  It  would  also  allow  rehabilitation  of 
existing  surface  disturbance  on  10.2  acres  of 
crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  closing  8.5  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate  would 
result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  300  acres  of 
crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  66  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by  precluding 
surface  disturbances  from  four  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  one  surface  mine. 
It  would  also  minimize  the  potential  for  motor 
vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals  and  their  burrows  by  closing  50  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate  would 
result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  300  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  within  the  area. 


Partial  Wilderness  Alternative 


Designated  Area 

Wilderness  Values  Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain 

the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude, 
and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  a  total 
of  approximately  55,000  acres  (99  percent  of  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  one 
general  mineral  exploration  program  and  one 
comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program,  and  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  ten  miles 
of  vehicle  ways. 

Construction  of  two  dam  or  pothole  wildlife 
water  catchments  would  impair  the  wilderness 
value  of  naturalness  on  approximately  20  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  from  80  to  200  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities 
for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Nondesignated  Area 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program,  one 
general  mineral  exploration  program  and  the 
development  of  two  surface  mines  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
2,500  acres  (five  percent  of  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  40  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on 
approximately  13,000  acres  (29  percent  of  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA).  The  projected 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  from  1,900  to 
4,750  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Construction  of  one  apron  wildlife  water  catchment, 
one  pothole  and  one  livestock  exclosure  would  impair 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on  approximately 
20  acres. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  on  approximately  200  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  from  20  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  area. 
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MOHAVE  WASH  (AZ-050-07C/050-48/020-52)  -  103,365  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issue* 


Partial  Wilderness  Alternative 


Mineral  Development 


Motorized  Recreation 
Use 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Designated  Area 

Withdrawal  of  29,298  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  of  mineral  resources 
within  the  designated  area  by  curtailing  one 
general  mineral  exploration  program  and  one 
comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program. 

Closing  ten  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the  designated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  and  maintained  on  all 
55,018  acres  of  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA  by  precluding  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  ten  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 


Wilderness  designation  would  not  provide 
additional  protection  for  any  potentially 
eligible  National  Register  sites  within  the 
WSA,  as  they  would  be  outside  of  the  designated 
area. 


Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  one  acre  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface  disturbance 
from  two  mineral  exploration  programs.  It 
would  also  allow  the  rehabilitation  of  existing 
surface  disturbance  on  1.2  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  closing  one  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  1.5  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by 
precluding  surface  disturbances  from  two 
mineral  exploration  programs.  It  would  also 
minimize  the  potential  for  motor  vehicles 
crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals  and  their  burrows  by  closing  ten 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation 
use. 


Partial  Wilderness  Alternative 


Nondesignated  Area 

Mineral  resources  within  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA  would  be  fully  evaluated  in  two  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  developed  at  two  projected 
mines. 


An  estimated  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  to 
4,750  VDY  from  1 ,900  VDY  would  not  affect 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the 
40  miles  of  vehicle  ways  in  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA,  except  for  some  impairment 
during  heavy  use  periods. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately 
2,500  acres  (five  percent  of  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA)  by  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  two  surface  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  approximately 
13,000  acres  (29  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized 
recreation  use  on  40  miles  of  vehicle  ways.  These 
opportunities  would  be  further  impaired  by  a 
150  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  occasionally  impaired  across  approximately 
200  acres  by  powerline  construction  and  maintenance 
activities. 

Five  potentially  eligible  National  Register  sites 
could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  and  site  destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by  recreation  users,  and  by 
surface  disturbances  resulting  from  mineral 
exploration,  the  development  of  two  mines  and 
construction  of  three  miles  of  powerline. 

Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  two  surface  mines  and 
construction  of  three  miles  of  powerline  would 
result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  361  acres  of 
crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  7.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  preclude  rehabilitation  of 
8.9  acres  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 

Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  two  surface  mines  and 
construction  of  three  miles  of  powerline  would 
result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  361  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  40  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
would  continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise 
and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  their  burrows. 
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TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


WHIPPLE  MOUNTAINS  ADDITION  (AZ-050-10)  -  1,380  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Wilderness  Values 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Native  American  Values 


Designated  Area 

Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  the 
wilderness  values  of  solitude  and  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  on  1,260  acres  (100  percent 
of  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on 
one-half  mile  of  trails. 


The  development  of  two  surface  mines  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  a  total 
of  1,260  acres  (100  percent  of  the  designated 
area). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from  40  to  95  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Closing  one-half  mile  of  trails  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the  designated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  on  all  1,260  acres  of  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half  mile  of 
trails. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  1,260  acres  by  the  development 
of  two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights. 

Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent 
vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  site  by  closing  one-half  mile 
of  trails  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  could  cause  site  destruction  at  this 
site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation 
users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site 
destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  benefit  the 
natural  and  cultural  conditions  considered 
necessary  to  maintain  Native  American 
traditional  values  associated  with  the  Whipple 
Mountains  Addition  area  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  within  the  designated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  impair  the  natural  and  cultural 
conditions  associated  with  Native  American 
traditional  values  in  the  Whipple  Mountains 
Addition  area. 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Nondesignated  Area 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half  mile  of  trails 
would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  120  acres 
(100  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA). 

Powerline  maintenance  activities  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  on  120  acres  (100  percent  of  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA). 


An  estimated  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
to  60  VDY  from  50  VDY  would  not  affect  opportuni- 
ties for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the  one-half 
mile  of  trails  in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  120  acres 
(100  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA)  by  motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half  mile 
of  trails.  These  opportunities  would  be  further 
impaired  by  a  20  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  occasionally  impaired  across  120  acres  by 
powerline  maintenance  activities. 

Nondesignation  of  this  portion  of  the  WSA  would 
probably  not  affect  any  significant  cultural 
resources  within  the  WSA. 


On  the  portion  of  the  Whipple  Mountains  Addition 
WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  increases  in 
motorized  recreation  use  from  50  to  60  VDY  could 
adversely  impact  the  conditions  considered  necessary 
for  maintaining  Native  American  values. 
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TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

WHIPPLE  MOUNTAINS  ADDITION  (AZ-050-10)  -  1,380  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Designated  Area 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 350  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat. 

Wilderness  designation  would  minimize  the 
potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing  desert 
tortoise  individuals  and  burrows  by  closing 
one-half  mile  of  trails  to  motorized  recreation 
use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 350  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise  and  the  little  long-nosed  bat 
within  the  area. 


Nondesignated  Area 

No  impacts  to  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are 
projected  in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half  mile  of  trails 
would  continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise 
individuals  and  their  burrows. 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  the 
wilderness  values  of  solitude  and  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  on  1,380  acres 
(100  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding 
powerline  maintenance  activities  and 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  one 
mile  of  trails. 

The  development  of  two  surface  mines  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on 
1,380  acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from  40  to  100  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Closing  one  mile  of  trails  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use 
within  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  on  all  1,380  acres  of  the  WSA 
by  precluding  powerline  maintenance  activities, 
and  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on 
one  mile  of  trails. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  1,380  acres  by  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights. 


The  development  of  two  surface  mines  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  1,380  acres  (100  percent  of 
the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  trails  and 
1 .75  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  opportunities  on  1,380  acres 
(100  percent  of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use  from  60  to  125  VDY  would 
further  impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  in  this  area. 

Powerline  maintenance  activities  would  cause  a  loss 
or  impairment  of  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  opportunities  on 
120  acres  (nine  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  40  to  75  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

An  estimated  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  to 
125  VDY  from  60  VDY  would  not  affect  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the  one  mile  of 
trails  and  1 .75  miles  of  mine  roads  within  the  WSA, 
except  for  some  impairment  during  heavy  use  periods. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  1,380  acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA) 
by  the  development  of  two  surface  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  1,380  acres 
(100  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recreation  use 
on  one  mile  of  trails  and  1 .75  miles  of  mine  roads. 
These  opportunities  would  be  further  impaired  by  a 
108  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  occasionally  impaired  across  approximately 
120  acres  by  powerline  maintenance  activities. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


Environmental  Issues 


WHIPPLE  MOUNTAINS  ADDITION  (AZ-050-10)  -  1,380  Acres  (Continued) 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Cultural  Resources 


Native  American  Values 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent 
vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  site  by  closing  one  mile  of 
trails  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  could  cause  site  destruction  at  this 
site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation 
users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site 
destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  benefit  the 
natural  and  cultural  conditions  considered 
necessary  to  maintain  Native  American 
traditional  values  associated  with  Whipple 
Mountains  Addition  area  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  within  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  impair  the  natural  and  cultural 
conditions  associated  with  Native  American 
traditional  values  in  the  Whipple  Mountains 
Addition  area. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of  two 
surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  350  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 


Wilderness  designation  would  minimize  the 
potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing  desert 
tortoise  individuals  and  burrows  by  closing  one 
mile  of  trails  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 350  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise  and  the  little  long-nosed  bat 
within  the  area. 


One  potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  could 
be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  resulting  from  increased  visitation  by 
recreation  users,  and  by  surface  disturbances 
resulting  from  the  development  of  two  mines. 


Increases  in  recreation  use  from  100  to  200  VDY, 
surface  disturbances  on  approximately  350  acres  from 
the  development  of  two  mines,  and  continued  motorized 
recreation  use  on  1.75  miles  of  mine  roads  would 
impair  the  conditions  considered  necessary  to 
maintain  Native  American  traditional  values 
associated  with  the  Whipple  Mountains  Addition  area. 


Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  two 
surface  mines  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
350  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  1.75  miles  of 
mine  roads  would  preclude  rehabilitation  of  2.1  acres 
of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  two 
surface  mines  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  350  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise  and  the  little  long-nosed  bat  within 
the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  trails  and 
1 .75  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to 
occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  individuals  and 
their  burrows. 
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TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


GIBRALTAR  MOUNTAIN  (AZ-050-12)  -  25,260  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Wilderness  Values 


Mineral  Development 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Designated  Area 

Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and 
maintain  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude,  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
18,705  acres  (99  percent  of  the  designated 
portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  two  general 
mineral  exploration  programs,  the  development 
of  one  small  underground  mine,  and  construction 
and  maintenance  activities  along  4.5  miles  of 
powerline;  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  15  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  one  surface  mine  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on 
approximately  100  acres  (one  percent  of  the 
designated  area). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from  80  to  150  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Withdrawal  of  12,415  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  development  of 
gold  and  copper  resources  within  the  designated 
area  by  curtailing  two  general  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  denying  one  projected 
mine. 

Some  of  the  gold  and  copper  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  developed  at  one  projected 
mine,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Closing  15  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportuni- 
ties for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  and  maintained  on  a  total  of 
approximately  18,705  acres  (99  percent  of  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding 
two  mineral  exploration  programs,  the  develop- 
ment of  one  underground  mine,  and  construction 
and  maintenance  activities  along  4.5  miles  of 
powerline,  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  15  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  approximately  100  acres  by  the 
development  of  one  underground  mine  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights. 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Nondesignated  Area 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program  and 
the  development  of  two  underground  mines  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of 
approximately  1,000  acres  (15  percent  of  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  on  approximately  600  acres  (nine 
percent  of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use  from  100  to  1,350  VDY 
would  further  impair  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately  800  acres 
(13  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  20  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Gold  resources  within  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA  would  be  fully  evaluated  in  one  mineral 
exploration  program  and  developed  at  two  projected 
mines. 


A  1,250  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  would  decrease  the  opportunities  for  motorized 
recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately 
1,000  acres  (15  percent  of  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA)  by  one  mineral  exploration 
program  and  the  development  of  two  underground 
mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  approximately  600  acres 
(nine  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA)  by  motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of 
vehicle  ways.  These  opportunities  would  be  further 
impaired  by  a  1,250  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  occasionally  impaired  across  approximately 
800  acres  (13  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA)  by  powerline  construction  and 
maintenance  activities. 
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SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

GIBRALTAR  MOUNTAIN  (AZ-050-12)  -  25,260  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Cultural  Resources 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Designated  Area 

Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent 
vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  site  and  one  potentially 
eligible  National  Register  district  by  closing 
15  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use,  and  by  precluding  two  mineral 
exploration  programs,  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  and  construction  of  4.5  miles  of 
powerline  within  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  could  cause  site  destruction  at 
one  or  more  of  these  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation 
users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site 
destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  313  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface  disturbance 
from  two  mineral  exploration  programs,  the 
development  of  one  surface  mine  and  construc- 
tion of  4.5  miles  of  powerline.  It  would  also 
allow  the  rehabilitation  of  existing  surface 
disturbance  on  18  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  by  closing  15  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of  one 
underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately five  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  313  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  bald 
eagle  and  peregrine  falcon  by  precluding 
surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  and  construction  of  4.5  miles  of  powerline. 
It  would  also  minimize  the  potential  for  motor 
vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  and  their  burrows  by 
closing  15  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  five  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  bald 
eagle  and  peregrine  falcon  within  the  area. 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Nondesignated  Area 

Nonwilderness  designation  of  this  portion  of  the 
WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any  significant 
cultural  resources. 


Surface  disturbances  from  one  mineral  exploration 
program,  the  development  of  two  underground  mines 
and  construction  of  2.5  miles  of  powerline  would 
result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  109  acres  of 
crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  1.5  miles  of  new  mine  roads  would 
preclude  rehabilitation  of  4.1  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Surface  disturbances  from  one  mineral  exploration 
program  and  the  development  of  two  underground 
mines  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
109  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise,  Gila  monster,  bald  eagle  and  peregrine 
falcon  within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  1.5  miles  of  mining  roads  would  continue 
to  occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  and  their  burrows. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


GIBRALTAR  MOUNTAIN  (AZ-050-12)  -  25,260  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Mineral  Development 


Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and 
maintain  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  across 
a  total  of  approximately  25,010  acres 
(99  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  two 
general  mineral  exploration  programs,  the 
development  of  one  surface  mine,  and  construc- 
tion and  maintenance  activities  along  seven 
miles  of  powerline,  by  preventing  the  full 
development  of  two  underground  mines,  and  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on 
17  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  four  underground  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on 
approximately  250  acres  (one  percent  of  the 
WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recrea- 
tion use  from  100  to  200  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Withdrawal  of  15,820  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  development  of 
gold  and  copper  resources  within  the  WSA  by 
curtailing  two  mineral  exploration  programs, 
denying  the  development  of  one  projected  mine, 
and  restricting  the  development  of  two  other 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Two  general  mineral  exploration  programs,  one 
comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program,  and  the 
development  of  three  underground  mines  and  one 
surface  mine  would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a 
total  of  approximately  1,500  acres  (six  percent  of 
the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  17  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness  values 
of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
on  approximately  5,050  acres  (20  percent  of  the  WSA). 
The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
from  900  to  1,350  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  approximately  2,240  acres 
(nine  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  from  100  to  150  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities 
for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Gold  and  copper  resources  on  lands  that  are  not 
under  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawal  would  be 
fully  evaluated  in  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  developed  at  four  projected  mines  in 
the  WSA. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Some  gold  and  silver  resources  within  the  area 
would  be  developed  at  four  projected  mines,  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Closing  the  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use 
within  the  WSA. 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  and  maintained  across  approxi- 
mately 25,010  acres  (99  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
precluding  two  mineral  exploration  programs, 
the  development  of  one  surface  mine,  the 
expansion  of  two  underground  mines  and  con- 
struction and  maintenance  activities  along 
seven  miles  of  powerline,  and  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  17  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  within  the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  approximately  250  acres  by  the 
development  of  four  underground  mines  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights. 


An  estimated  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
to  1 ,350  VDY  from  900  VDY  would  not  affect 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the 
17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  6.25  miles  of  mine 
roads  in  the  WSA,  except  for  some  impairment  during 
heavy  use  periods. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately 
1,500  acres  (six  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  three 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  development  of 
three  underground  mines  and  one  surface  mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  approximately 
5,050  acres  (20  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized 
recreation  use  on  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and 
6.25  miles  of  mine  roads.  These  opportunities 
would  be  further  impaired  by  a  50  percent  increase 
in  motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  occasionally  impaired  across  approximately 
2,240  acres  by  powerline  construction  and  maintenance 
activities. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Conisnued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

GIBRALTAR  MOUNTAIN  (AZ-050-12)  -  25,260  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Cultural  Resources 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent 
vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  site  and  one  potentially 
eligible  National  Register  district  by  closing 
17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use,  and  by  precluding  two  mineral 
exploration  programs,  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine,  the  expansion  of  two  underground 
mines  and  construction  activities  along  seven 
miles  of  powerline. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  363.5  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface  disturbance 
from  two  mineral  exploration  programs,  the 
development  of  one  surface  mine,  the  expansion 
of  two  underground  mines,  and  construction  of 
seven  miles  of  powerline.  It  would  also  allow 
the  rehabilitation  of  existing  surface  disturbance 
on  20.4  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
by  closing  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of  four 
underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
65  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  363.5  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  bald 
eagle  and  peregrine  falcon  by  precluding 
surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine,  the  expansion  of  two  underground  mines 
and  construction  of  seven  miles  of  powerline. 
It  would  also  minimize  the  potential  for  motor 
vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  and  their  burrows  by  closing 
17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation 
use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
four  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  65  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  bald  eagle 
and  peregrine  falcon  within  the  area. 


One  potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  and 
one  potentially  eligible  National  Register  district 
could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  and  site  destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by  recreation  users,  and  by 
surface  disturbances  resulting  from  mineral 
exploration,  the  development  of  four  mines  and 
construction  of  seven  miles  of  powerline. 


Surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  three  underground 
mines  and  one  surface  mine,  and  construction  of 
seven  miles  of  powerline  would  result  in  the  loss 
of  approximately  428.5  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  17  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  6.25  miles  of  new  mine  road  would 
preclude  rehabilitation  of  27.9  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  three  underground 
mines  and  one  surface  mine,  and  construction  of 
seven  miles  of  powerline  would  result  in  the  loss 
of  approximately  428.5  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  bald  eagle 
and  peregrine  falcon  within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  17  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  6.25  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to 
occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals  and  their  burrows. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

PLANET  PEAK  (AZ-050-1 3)  -  17,645  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Wilderness  Values 


Mineral  Development 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Designated  Area 

Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and 
maintain  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude,  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
16,310  acres  (99  percent  of  the  designated 
portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  one  com- 
prehensive mineral  exploration  program,  the 
development  of  two  underground  mines,  and 
construction  and  maintenance  activities  along 
five  miles  of  powerline,  and  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  one  underground  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  and  one 
underground  mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  on  approximately 
100  acres  (one  percent  of  the  designated  area). 

Construction  of  two  pothole  wildlife  water 
catchments  would  impair  the  wilderness  value 
of  naturalness  on  approximately  20  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from  15  to  180  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Withdrawal  of  12,590  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  development  of  gold,  copper  and 
silver  resources  in  the  designated  area  by 
curtailing  one  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  and  denying  two  projected  mines. 

Some  of  the  gold,  copper  and  silver  resources 
within  the  area  would  be  developed  at  one 
projected  mine,  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights. 

Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in 
the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  and  maintained  across 
approximately  16,330  acres  (99  percent  of  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding 
one  mineral  exploration  program,  the  development 
of  two  underground  mines,  and  construction  and 
maintenance  activities  along  five  miles  of 
powerline,  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  approximately  100  acres  by  the 
development  of  two  underground  mines. 

Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  site 
vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site  destruc- 
tion at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  by  pre- 
cluding one  mineral  exploration  program,  the 
development  of  two  underground  mines  and 
construction  of  five  miles  of  powerline  within 
the  WSA. 


Nondesignated  Area 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
the  development  of  one  underground  mine  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
410  acres  (35  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  five  to  20  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Mineral  resources  on  1,215  acres  of  public  land 
within  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be 
fully  evaluated  in  two  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  developed  at  one  projected  mine. 


Opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  would 
remain  unavailable  in  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA,  as  no  vehicle  ways  are  present  in  the  area. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  impaired 
across  approximately  420  acres  (35  percent  of  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  two  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  the  development  of  one 
underground  mine. 


Nondesignation  of  this  portion  of  the  WSA  would 
probably  not  affect  any  significant  cultural 
resources. 
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ALTERNATIVES 


TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


PLANET  PEAK  (AZ-050-13)  -  17,645  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Designated  Area 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights,  one  underground  mine  on 
nonfederal  mineral  estate  and  two  wildlife 
water  catchments  could  cause  site  destruction 
at  this  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents 
of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site 
destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  seven  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface  disturbance 
from  one  mineral  exploration  program  and  the 
development  of  two  underground  mines.  It  would 
also  allow  the  rehabilitation  of  existing 
surface  disturbance  on  1.2  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  closing  one  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of  one 
underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  and  one  underground  mine  on  nonfederal 
mineral  estate  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  ten  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  69.5  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  by  precluding 
surface  disturbances  from  one  mineral 
exploration  program,  the  development  of  two 
underground  mines  and  construction  of  five 
miles  of  powerline.  It  would  also  minimize  the 
potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing  desert 
tortoise  individuals  and  their  burrows  by 
closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  and  one  underground  mine  on 
nonfederal  mineral  estate  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  ten  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  within  the  area. 


Nondeslgnated  Area 


No  impacts  to  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are 
projected  in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  one  underground  mine 
would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  52  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  within  the 
area. 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and 
maintain  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  across  a 
total  of  approximately  17,155  acres  (97  percent 
of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  three  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  programs,  the  development 
of  two  underground  mines,  and  construction  and 
maintenance  activities  along  five  miles  of 
powerline,  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 


Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  the  development  of  five  underground  mines 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a 
total  of  approximately  1,000  acres  (six  percent 
of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  continue  to  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  approximately  1,920  acres 


112 


ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

PLANET  PEAK  (AZ-050-13)  -  17,645  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Mineral  Development 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


The  development  of  two  underground  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  and  one 
underground  mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  on  approximately  520  acres  (three 
percent  of  the  WSA). 

Construction  of  two  pothole  wildlife  water 
catchments  would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of 
naturalness  on  approximately  20  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  200  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Withdrawal  of  13,805  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  development  of 
mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  by  curtailing 
three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  denying 
two  projected  mines. 

Some  of  the  gold  and  silver  resources  within  the 
area  would  be  developed  at  two  projected  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights,  and  at  one 
projected  mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate. 

Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in 
the  WSA. 


Cultural  Resources 


(11  percent  of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase 
in  motorized  recreation  use  from  80  to  140  VDY 
would  further  impair  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Construction  of  two  pothole  wildlife  water 
catchments  would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of 
naturalness  on  approximately  20  acres. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approxi- 
mately 3,200  acres  (18  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  from  20  to  35  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities 
for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Gold  and  silver  resources  within  the  WSA  would  be 
fully  evaluated  in  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  developed  at  five  projected  mines. 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  and  maintained  across 
approximately  17,175  acres  (97  percent  of  the 
WSA)  by  precluding  three  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  two  underground 
mines  and  construction  and  maintenance 
activities  along  five  miles  of  powerline,  and 
by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  the 
three  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  approximately  520  acres  by  the 
development  of  two  underground  mines  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights  and  one  underground 
mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate. 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent 
vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  site  by  closing  three  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use, 
and  by  precluding  three  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  two  underground 
mines  and  construction  activities  along  five 
miles  of  powerline. 


An  estimated  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
to  140  VDY  from  80  VDY  would  not  affect  oppor- 
tunities for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the 
three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  2.75  miles  of 
mine  roads  in  the  WSA,  except  for  some  impairment 
during  heavy  use  periods. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately 
1 ,000  acres  (six  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  three 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  five  underground  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 1 ,920  acres  (1 1  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  2.75  miles  of  mine  roads.  These 
opportunities  would  be  further  impaired  by  a 
75  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approx- 
imately 3,200  acres  by  powerline  construction  and 
maintenance  activities. 

One  potentially  eligible  National  Register  site 
could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  distur- 
bance, vandalism  and  site  destruction  resulting 
from  increased  visitation  by  recreation  users  and 
by  surface  disturbances  resulting  from  mineral 
exploration,  the  development  of  five  mines  and 
construction  of  five  miles  of  powerline. 
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ALTERNATIVES 
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SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

PLANET  PEAK  (AZ-050-13)  -  17,645  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
two  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  and  one  underground  mine  on 
nonfederal  mineral  estate  could  cause  site 
destruction  at  this  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation 
users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  seven  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface  disturbance 
from  one  mineral  exploration  program  and  the 
development  of  one  underground  mine.  It  would 
also  allow  the  rehabilitation  of  existing 
surface  disturbance  on  1.2  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  closing  one  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  and  one  underground  mine  on 
nonfederal  mineral  estate  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  ten  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  73.5  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  by  precluding 
surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral 
exploration  programs,  the  development  of  two 
underground  mines  and  construction  of  five 
miles  of  powerline.  It  would  also  minimize 
the  potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing 
desert  tortoise  individuals  and  their  burrows 
by  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  and  one  underground  mine  on 
nonfederal  mineral  estate  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  ten  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Surface  disturbances  from  one  mineral  exploration 
program  and  the  development  of  three  underground 
mines  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
15  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  and  1.5  miles  of  new  mine  roads 
would  preclude  rehabilitation  of  three  acres  of 
surface  disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat. 


Surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral 
exploration  programs,  the  development  of  five 
underground  mines  and  construction  of  five  miles 
of  powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 127.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise  within  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  2.75  miles  of  mine  roads  would 
continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise 
individuals  and  their  burrows. 


CACTUS  PLAIN  (AZ-050-14A/B)  -  70,360  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Designated  Area 

Wilderness  Values  Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and 

maintain  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude,  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation, 
and  special  features  on  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 61,845  acres  (99  percent  of  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding 
two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs, 
one  general  mineral  exploration  program,  and 
the  development  of  one  surface  mine,  and  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  two 
miles  of  vehicle  ways. 


Nondeslgnated  Area 

Two  general  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the 
development  of  one  surface  mine  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
3,100  acres  (39  percent  of  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA). 

Fence  construction  would  impair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness  and  special  features  on 
approximately  1,280  acres  (18  percent  of  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA). 
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CACTUS  PLAIN  (AZ-050-14A/B)  -  70,360  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Designated  Area 

The  development  of  one  underground  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on 
approximately  480  acres  (one  percent  of  the 
designated  area). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from  50  to  250  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Mineral  Development 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Withdrawal  of  62,325  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  development  of 
potential  mineral  resources  within  the  desig- 
nated area  by  curtailing  two  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  one  general 
mineral  exploration  program,  and  denying  one 
projected  mine. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  developed  at  one  projected 
mine,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Closing  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportuni- 
ties for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  and  maintained  on  approxi- 
mately 61,845  acres  (99  percent  of  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding 
three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the 
development  of  one  surface  mine,  and  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  two 
miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  approximately  480  acres  by  the 
development  of  one  underground  mine  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights. 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Nondesignated  Area 

Motorized  recreation  on  10.2  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  0.75  mile  of  mine  roads  would  continue 
to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approxi- 
mately 6,530  acres  (81  percent  of  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase 
in  motorized  recreation  use  from  800  to  2,500  VDY 
would  further  impair  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude,  primitive  recreation  and  special 
features  on  8,035  acres  (100  percent  of  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA). 

Development  of  the  new  Parker  town  site  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately 
3,325  acres  (41  percent  of  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA). 

The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  would  be  enhanced  and 
maintained  on  a  total  of  approximately  5,000  acres 
(62  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA) 
by  curtailing  two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  precluding  the  development  of  two 
surface  mines  within  the  area. 

Wilderness  designation  on  adjacent  lands  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  development  of 
potential  mineral  resources  within  the  nondesig- 
nated area  by  curtailing  two  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  effectively 
precluding  two  projected  mines. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  evaluated  in  two  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  developed  at  one 
projected  mine. 

A  212  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  would  impair  opportunities  for  motorized 
recreation  use  on  the  10.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
and  0.75  mile  of  mine  roads  in  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  impaired  across  a  total  of  approximately 
3,100  acres  (39  percent  of  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA)  by  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  one  surface  mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 6,530  acres  (81  percent  of  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recreation 
use  on  10.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  0.75  mile 
of  mine  roads. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  the  entire 
8,035-acre  nondesignated  area  by  powerline 
construction  and  maintenance  activities. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  also  be  impaired  across  approximately 
3,325  acres  by  urban  development  at  the  new 
Parker  town  site. 


115 


Environmental  Issues 


Cultural  Resources 


Native  American  Values 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

CACTUS  PLAIN  (AZ-050-14A/B)  -  70,360  Acres  (Continued) 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Designated  Area 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent 
vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  two  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  sites  by  closing  two  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use,  and 
by  precluding  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  could  cause  site  destruction  at 
one  or  more  of  these  two  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation 
users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site 
destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  not  directly 
affect  Native  American  values  within  the  WSA. 


Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  505.75  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave 
fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned 
lizard  by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from 
three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the 
development  of  one  surface  mine.  It  would  also 
minimize  the  potential  for  motor  vehicles 
crushing  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed 
lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  indi- 
viduals and  their  burrows  by  closing  two  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  five  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed 
lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  within 
the  area. 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Nondesignated  Area 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  maintained  across  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 5,000  acres  within  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA  by  curtailing  two  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  precluding  the 
development  of  two  surface  mines. 

Nondesignation  of  this  portion  of  the  WSA  would 
probably  not  affect  any  significant  cultural 
resources  within  the  WSA. 


Increases  in  motorized  recreation  use  from  800  to 
2,500  VDY,  surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of 
approximately  61  acres  from  mineral  exploration 
activities,  the  development  of  one  mine,  and 
powerline  construction,  and  continued  motorized 
recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  would 
adversely  impact  the  conditions  considered  neces- 
sary for  maintaining  Native  American  values  in 
the  Black  Peak  area. 

Curtailing  two  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
precluding  the  development  of  two  surface  mines 
in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would 
benefit  the  natural  and  cultural  conditions 
considered  necessary  for  maintaining  Native 
American  values  in  the  Black  Peak  area. 

Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  one  surface  mine 
would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  51  acres 
of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise 
within  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  construction  of  ten 
miles  of  powerline  and  development  of  the  new 
Parker  town  site  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  45  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard 
and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  10.2  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert 
tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat- 
tailed  horned  lizard  individuals,  along  with 
desert  tortoise  burrows. 

Curtailing  two  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
the  development  of  two  surface  mines  would 
prevent  the  loss  of  approximately  604  acres  of 
potential  desert  tortoise  habitat  within  the  area. 
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CACTUS  PLAIN  (AZ-050-14A/B)  -  70,360  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Special  Status  Plants 


Utility  Corridors 
Land  Exchanges 


Designated  Area 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  505.75  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf 
sand  spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand  flat 
milkvetch  and  wooly  heads,  and  the  potential 
destruction  of  individuals  in  these  species, 
by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from  three 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  develop- 
ment of  one  surface  mine.  It  would  also  allow 
revegetation  of  2.4  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  these  species  by  closing  two  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Wilderness  designation  would  not  affect 
powerline  construction  within  the  designated 
utility  corridor. 

Wilderness  designation  would  not  affect  the 
projected  transfer  of  3,325  acres  to  the  State 
of  Arizona. 


Nondesignated  Area 

Surface  disturbances  from  powerline  construction 
and  development  of  the  new  Parker  town  site  would 
result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  35  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea, 
linearleaf  sand  spurge,  night-blooming  cereus, 
sand  flat  milkvetch  and  wooly  heads,  and  the 
potential  destruction  of  individuals  in  these 
species  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  10.2  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the  revegetation 
of  12.25  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  Death 
Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf  sand  spurge,  night- 
blooming  cereus,  sand  flat  milkvetch  and  wooly  heads. 

Construction  of  a  projected  powerline  in  the 
section  of  corridor  that  traverses  the  WSA  would 
proceed  as  planned. 

The  projected  transfer  of  3,325  acres  to  the 
State  of  Arizona  would  proceed  as  planned. 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Mineral  Development 


Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude, 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation,  and 
special  features  across  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 66,780  acres  (95  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
precluding  four  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  one  general  mineral  exploration 
program,  the  development  of  three  surface 
mines,  construction  and  maintenance  activities 
along  ten  miles  of  powerline  and  20  acres  of 
urban  development  for  the  new  Parker  town  site; 
and  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on 
12.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  one  surface  mine  and  one 
underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  on  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 3,580  acres  (five  percent  of  the 
designated  area). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from  100  to  500  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Withdrawal  of  70,360  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  development  of 
mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  by  curtailing 
five  mineral  exploration  programs  and  denying 
three  projected  mines. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  developed  at  two  projected 
mines,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Four  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs, 
one  general  mineral  exploration  program  and  the 
development  of  four  surface  mines  and  one  under- 
ground mine  would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on 
a  total  of  approximately  5,580  acres  (18  percent 
of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  12.2  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  6.5  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue 
to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approxi- 
mately 14,100  acres  (20  percent  of  the  WSA).  The 
projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
from  900  to  2,700  VDY  would  further  impair 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  opportunities 
in  this  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approxi- 
mately 8,035  acres  (11  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Development  of  the  new  Parker  town  site  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approxi- 
mately 3,325  acres  (five  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  from  100  to  300  VDY  would  reduce  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Potential  mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  would 
be  fully  evaluated  in  five  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  developed  at  five  projected  mines. 
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CACTUS  PLAIN  (AZ-050-14A/B)  -  70,360  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Nonntotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Native  American  Values 


Closing  12.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportuni- 
ties for  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
WSA. 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  and  maintained  across 
approximately  66,780  acres  (95  percent  of  the 
WSA)  by  precluding  five  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  one  surface  mine, 
construction  of  ten  miles  of  powerline  and  town 
site  development,  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  12.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately 
3,580  acres  by  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  and  one  underground  mine  on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights. 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent 
vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  two  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  sites  by  closing  12.2  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use  and 
by  precluding  five  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  the  development  of  three  surface  mines. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  and  one  underground  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  could  cause 
site  destruction  at  one  or  more  of  these  two 
sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation 
users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site 
destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  benefit  the 
natural  and  cultural  conditions  considered 
necessary  to  maintain  Native  American 
traditional  values  associated  with  Black  Peak  by 
precluding  the  development  of  two  surface  mines 
and  the  construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline, 
and  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on 
10.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  impair  the  natural  and  cultural 
conditions  associated  with  Native  American 
traditional  values  in  the  Black  Peak  area. 


An  estimated  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
to  2,500  VDY  from  900  VDY  would  not  affect 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the 
12.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  6.5  miles  of  mine 
roads  in  the  WSA,  except  for  some  impairment 
during  heavy  use  periods. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately  8,580  acres 
(18  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  five  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  four  surface  mines 
and  one  underground  mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 14,100  acres  (20  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
motorized  recreation  use  on  12.2  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  6.5  miles  of  mine  roads.  These  opportuni- 
ties would  be  further  impaired  by  a  178  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 8,035  acres  by  powerline  construction  and 
maintenance  activities. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  also  be  impaired  across  approximately 
3,325  acres  by  development  of  the  new  Parker  town 
site. 

Two  potentially  eligible  National  Register  sites 
could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  and  site  destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by  recreation  users,  and  by 
surface  disturbances  resulting  from  mineral 
exploration,  the  development  of  five  mines, 
construction  of  ten  miles  of  powerline  and 
development  of  the  new  Parker  town  site. 


Increases  in  recreation  use  from  1,000  to 
3,000  VDY,  surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of 
approximately  675  acres  from  mineral  exploration 
activities,  the  development  of  three  mines  and 
powerline  construction,  and  continued  motorized 
recreation  use  on  12.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
would  impair  the  conditions  considered  necessary 
to  maintain  Native  American  traditional  values 
associated  with  the  Black  Peak  area. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

CACTUS  PLAIN  (AZ-050-14A/B)  -  70,360  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Special  Status  Plants 


Utility  Corridors 


Land  Exchanges 


Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  1,155  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave 
fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned 
lizard  by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from 
five  mineral  exploration  programs,  the 
development  of  three  surface  mines,  construc- 
tion of  ten  miles  of  powerline  and  development 
of  the  new  Parker  town  site.  It  would  also 
minimize  the  potential  for  motor  vehicles 
crushing  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed 
lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  individ- 
uals and  their  burrows  by  closing  12.2  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  and  one  underground  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  result 
in  the  loss  of  approximately  55  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise, 
Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed 
horned  lizard  within  the  area. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  1,155  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf 
sand  spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand  flat 
milkvetch  and  wooly  heads,  and  the  potential 
destruction  of  individuals  in  these  species,  by 
precluding  surface  disturbances  from  five 
mineral  exploration  programs,  the  development 
of  three  surface  mines,  construction  of  ten 
miles  of  powerline  and  development  of  the  new 
Parker  town  site.  It  would  also  allow  revege- 
tation  of  14.6  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
these  species  by  closing  12.2  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Closing  a  ten-mile  section  of  designated 
utility  corridor  within  the  WSA  could  adversely 
impact  the  construction  of  a  projected  power- 
line  by  forcing  rerouting  of  the  powerline 
across  the  Parker  town  site. 

Denial  of  a  projected  land  transfer  to  the 
State  of  Arizona  could  restrict  development  of 
the  new  Parker  town  site. 


Surface  disturbances  from  five  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  the  development  of  four  surface 
mines  and  one  underground  mine,  construction  of 
ten  miles  of  powerline  and  development  of  the  new 
Parker  town  site  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  1,210  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard 
and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  within  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  12.2  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  6.5  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue 
to  occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise,  Mohave 
fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard 
individuals,  as  well  as  desert  tortoise  burrows. 


Surface  disturbances  from  four  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine,  construction  of  ten  miles  of  powerline  and 
development  of  the  new  Parker  town  site  would 
result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  541  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea, 
linearleaf  sand  spurge,  night-blooming  cereus, 
sand  flat  milkvetch  and  wooly  heads,  and  the 
potential  destruction  of  individuals  in  these 
species  within  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  12.2  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  and  6.5  miles  of  mine  roads  would 
preclude  the  revegetation  of  approximately  22.75  acres 
of  potential  habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea, 
linearleaf  sand  spurge,  night-blooming  cereus, 
sand  flat  milkvetch  and  wooly  heads. 

Construction  of  a  projected  powerline  in  the  section 
of  designated  corridor  that  traverses  the  WSA  would 
proceed  as  planned. 


The  projected  transfer  of  3,325  acres  to  the  State 
of  Arizona  would  proceed  as  planned. 


Environmental  Issues 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 


Designated  Area 

Wilderness  Values  Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and 

maintain  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude,  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation, 
and  special  features  on  a  total  of  approximately 
64,850  acres  (99  percent  of  the  designated  portion 
of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  two  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  programs,  one  general 
mineral  exploration  program,  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine,  and  construction  and  main- 
tenance activities  along  ten  miles  of  powerline, 
and  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on 
two  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 


Nondeslgnated  Area 

One  general  mineral  exploration  program  and  the 
development  of  one  surface  mine  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
3,100  acres  (62  percent  of  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA). 

Fence  construction  would  impair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness  and  special  features  on 
approximately  1,280  acres  (25  percent  of  the 
nondesignated  area). 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

CACTUS  PLAIN  (AZ-050-14A/B)  -  70,360  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 


Designated  Area 

The  development  of  one  underground  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on 
approximately  480  acres  (one  percent  of  the 
designated  area). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recrea- 
tion use  from  50  to  250  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Mineral  Development 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Withdrawal  of  65,330  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  development  of 
mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  by  curtailing 
two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  one  general  mineral  exploration  program, 
and  denying  one  projected  mine. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  developed  at  one  projected 
mine,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Closing  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportuni- 
ties for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  and  maintained  across 
approximately  64,850  acres  (99  percent  of  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding 
three  mineral  exploration  programs,  the 
development  of  one  surface  mine  and  construc- 
tion of  ten  miles  of  powerline;  and  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  two 
miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  approximately  480  acres  by  the 
development  of  one  underground  mine  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights. 


Nondesignated  Area 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  10.2  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  0.75  mile  of  mine  roads  would  continue 
to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  opportunities 
on  5,030  acres  (100  percent  of  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use  from  800  to  2,500  VDY 
would  further  impair  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Development  of  the  new  Parker  town  site  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately 
3,325  acres  (66  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA). 

The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  would  be  enhanced  and 
maintained  on  a  total  of  approximately  5,000  acres 
(99  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA)  by  curtailing  two  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  precluding  the  develop- 
ment of  two  surface  mines  within  the  area. 

Wilderness  designation  on  adjacent  lands  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  development  of 
potential  mineral  resources  within  the  non- 
designated  area  by  curtailing  two  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  effectively 
precluding  two  projected  mines. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  evaluated  in  two  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  developed  at  one  projected  mine. 

A  212  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
would  impair  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation 
use  on  the  10.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  0.75  mile 
of  mine  roads  in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  impaired  across  a  total  of  approximately 
3,100  acres  (61  percent  of  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA)  by  one  mineral  exploration 
program  and  the  development  of  one  surface  mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 5,030  acres  (100  percent  of  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recreation 
use  on  10.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  0.75  mile 
of  mine  roads.  These  opportunities  would  be 
further  impaired  by  a  212  percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  also  be  impaired  across  approximately 
3,325  acres  by  urban  development  at  the  new 
Parker  town  site. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  maintained  across  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 5,000  acres  within  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA  by  curtailing  two  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  precluding  the  develop- 
ment of  two  surface  mines. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


CACTUS  PLAIN  (AZ-050-14A/B)  -  70,360  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 


Cultural  Resources 


Native  American  Values 


Special  Status  Wildlife 

Species 


Special  Status  Plants 


Designated  Area 

Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent 
vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  two  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  sites  by  closing  two  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use, 
and  by  precluding  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  could  cause  site  destruction 
at  one  or  more  of  these  two  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation 
users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site 
destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  not  directly 
affect  Native  American  values  within  the  WSA. 


Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  531  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed 
lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  by 
precluding  surface  disturbances  from  three 
mineral  exploration  programs,  the  development 
of  one  surface  mine  and  construction  of  ten 
miles  of  powerline.  It  would  also  minimize  the 
potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing  desert 
tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat- 
tailed  horned  lizard  individuals  and  their 
burrows  by  closing  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  five  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed 
lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  within  the 
area. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  521  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf  sand 
spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand  flat 
milkvetch  and  wooly  heads,  and  the  potential 
destruction  of  individuals  in  these  species, 
by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from  three 
mineral  exploration  programs,  the  development 
of  one  surface  mine  and  construction  of  ten 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 


Nondesignated  Area 

Nondesignation  of  this  portion  of  the  WSA  would 
probably  not  affect  any  significant  cultural 
resources  within  the  WSA. 


Increases  in  motorized  recreation  use  from  800  to 
2,500  VDY,  surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of 
approximately  50.5  acres  from  mineral  exploration 
activities  and  the  development  of  one  mine,  and 
continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  adversely  impact  the  condi- 
tions considered  necessary  for  maintaining  Native 
American  values  in  the  Black  Peak  area. 

Curtailing  two  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
precluding  the  development  of  two  surface  mines 
in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would 
benefit  the  natural  and  cultural  conditions  con- 
sidered necessary  for  maintaining  Native  American 
values  in  the  Black  Peak  area. 

Surface  disturbances  from  one  mineral  exploration 
program  and  the  development  of  one  surface  mine 
would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  50.5  acres 
of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  within 
the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  development  of  the  new 
Parker  town  site  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 20  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed 
horned  lizard  within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  10.2  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert 
tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed 
horned  lizard  individuals,  along  with  desert 
tortoise  burrows. 

Curtailing  two  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the 
development  of  two  surface  mines  would  prevent  the 
loss  of  approximately  604  acres  of  potential  desert 
tortoise  habitat  within  the  area. 

Surface  disturbances  from  development  of  the  new 
Parker  town  site  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  20  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf  sand  spurge, 
night-blooming  cereus,  sand  flat  milkvetch  and 
wooly  heads,  and  the  potential  destruction  of 
individuals  in  these  species  within  the  non- 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

CACTUS  PLAIN  (AZ-050-14A/B)  -  70,360  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 


Utility  Corridors 


Land  Exchanges 


Designated  Area 

miles  of  powerline.  It  would  also  allow 
revegetation  of  2.4  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  these  species  by  closing  two  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Closing  a  ten-mile  section  of  designated 
utility  corridor  within  the  WSA  could  adversely 
impact  the  construction  of  a  projected  power- 
line  by  forcing  rerouting  of  the  powerline 
across  the  Parker  town  site. 

Wilderness  designation  would  not  affect  the 
projected  transfer  of  3,325  acres  to  the  State 
of  Arizona. 


Nondesignated  Area 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  10.2  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  0.75  mile  of  mine  roads  would 
preclude  the  revegetation  of  13.1  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf  sand 
spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand  flat  milkvetch 
and  wooly  heads. 

See  analysis  of  Impacts  on  Utility  Corridors  for  the 
area  proposed  for  wilderness  designation  under  this 
alternative. 


The  projected  transfer  of  3,325  acres  to  the  State 
of  Arizona  would  proceed  as  planned. 


SWANSEA  (AZ-050-15A)  -  41,690  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Wilderness  Values 


Designated  Area 

Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude,  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  a  total  of 
approximately  15,715  acres  (99  percent  of  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  three 
general  mineral  exploration  programs  and  allowing  the 
rehabilitation  of  six  miles  of  riparian  habitat  along 
the  Bill  Williams  River. 

The  development  of  one  underground  mine  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  approximately 
40  acres  (one  percent  of  the  designated  area). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  25  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Tree  planting  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  temporarily  disturb  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  within  the  area. 


Mineral  Development 


Withdrawal  of  10,705  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  of  potential  mineral 
resources  within  the  designated  area  by  curtailing 
three  general  mineral  exploration  programs. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within  the 
area  would  be  developed  at  one  projected  mine,  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Motorized  Recreation  Use    Wilderness  designation  would  not  change  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the  designated 
portion  of  the  WSA,  since  the  area  contains  no 
vehicle  ways. 
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Nondesignated  Area 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
the  development  of  three  surface  mines  and  two 
underground  mines  would  impair  the  wilderness  values 
of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on 
a  total  of  approximately  9,150  acres  (35  percent  of 
the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of 
cherrystemmed  vehicle  ways,  2.75  miles  of  mine  roads 
and  1.25  miles  of  realigned  race  course  would 
continue  to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a 
total  of  approximately  900  acres  (three  percent  of 
the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA).  The  projected 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  from  475  to 
700  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Pipeline  construction  and  maintenance  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  approximately  2,240  acres 
(nine  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Realignment  of  1 .25  miles  of  the  Parker  400  race 
course  would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of 
naturalness  on  approximately  300  acres. 

A  projected  increase  of  50  VDY  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Potential  mineral  resources  within  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  fully  evaluated  in  three 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  developed  at  five 
projected  mines. 


A  47  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
would  impair  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation 
use  on  the  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways,  2.75  miles  of 
mine  roads  and  1.25  miles  of  realigned  race  course  in 
the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

SWANSEA  (AZ-050-15A)  -  41,690  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Crucial  Wildlife  and 
Riparian  Habitats 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Designated  Area 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  maintained  on  a  total  of  approximately 
15,715  acres  (99  percent  of  the  designated  portion  of 
the  WSA)  by  precluding  three  general  mineral 
exploration  programs. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  approximately  40  acres  by  the 
development  of  one  underground  mine  on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights. 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  site 
vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site  destruction  at 
five  potentially  eligible  National  Register  sites  by 
precluding  three  mineral  exploration  programs. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  one 
underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights 
could  cause  site  destruction  at  one  or  more  of  these 
five  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation  users 
could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  three  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  and  riparian  habitat  by  precluding  three 
general  mineral  exploration  programs. 

Rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  benefit  the  530  acres  of  riparian  habitat 
within  the  designated  area. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  three  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster  and  western 
yellow-billed  cuckoo  by  precluding  surface 
disturbances  from  three  mineral  exploration  programs. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  one 
underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights 
would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  five  acres 
of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  within  the  area. 

Rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  benefit  yellow-billed  cuckoo  habitat 
within  the  area. 


Nondesignated  Area 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  impaired  across  a  total  of  approximately 
9,150  acres  (35  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA)  by  three  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
the  development  of  three  surface  mines  and  two 
underground  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  approximately 
900  acres  (three  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized 
recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways, 
2.75  miles  of  mine  roads  and  1.25  miles  of  realigned 
race  course.  These  opportunities  would  be  further 
impaired  by  a  47  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  occasionally  impaired  across  approximately 
2,240  acres  by  pipeline  construction  and  maintenance 
activities. 

Five  potentially  eligible  National  Register  sites 
could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism,  and  site  destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by  recreation  users,  and  by 
surface  disturbance  resulting  from  mineral 
exploration,  the  development  of  five  mines  and 
construction  of  seven  miles  of  pipeline. 


Surface  disturbances  from  construction  of  seven  miles 
of  pipeline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
17.5  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  preclude  rehabilitation  of 
3.6  acres  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 

Surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  three  surface  mines  and 
two  underground  mines,  realignment  of  1.25  miles  of 
race  course  and  construction  of  seven  miles  of 
pipeline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
935.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle 
ways,  2.75  miles  of  mine  roads  and  1 .25  miles  of 
realigned  race  course  would  continue  to  occasionally 
crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals 
and  their  burrows. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


SWANSEA  (AZ-050-15A)  -  41,690  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Mineral  Development 


Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  across  a  total  of  approximately 
32,500  acres  (78  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding 
three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs, 
three  general  mineral  exploration  programs, 
realignment  of  1.25  miles  of  race  course  and 
construction  and  maintenance  activities  along  seven 
miles  of  pipeline;  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways;  and  by 
allowing  the  rehabilitation  of  six  miles  of  riparian 
habitat  along  the  Bill  Williams  River. 

The  development  of  three  surface  mines  and  three 
underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately  9,190  acres 
(22  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  25  to  250  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Tree  planting  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  temporarily  disturb  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  within  the  area. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Withdrawal  of  28,570  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  of  mineral  resources 
within  the  WSA  by  curtailing  six  mineral  exploration 
programs. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within  the 
WSA  would  be  developed  at  six  projected  mines,  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  in  the  WSA. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  enhanced  and  maintained  on  a  total  of 
approximately  32,500  acres  (78  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
precluding  six  mineral  exploration  programs, 
construction  and  maintenance  activities  along  seven 
miles  of  pipeline,  and  realignment  of  1 .25  miles  of 
race  course;  and  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation 
use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately  9,190  acres 
by  the  development  of  six  mines  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights. 


Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs, 
three  general  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the 
development  of  three  surface  mines  and  three 
underground  mines  would  impair  the  wilderness  values 
of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  on  a  total  of  approximately  9,190  acres 
(22  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of 
cherrystemmed  vehicle  ways,  3.25  miles  of  mine  roads 
and  1.25  miles  of  realigned  race  course  would 
continue  to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a 
total  of  approximately  900  acres  (two  percent  of  the 
WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  475  to  700  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  on  approximately  2,240  acres  (five  percent 
of  the  WSA). 

Realignment  of  1 .25  miles  of  the  Parker  400  race 
course  would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of 
naturalness  on  approximately  300  acres. 

Tree  planting  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  temporarily  disturb  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  opportunities  within  the  area. 
The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  25  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

The  rehabilitation  of  six  miles  of  riparian  habitat 
along  the  Bill  Williams  River  would  enhance  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  approximately 
530  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Potential  mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  would  be 
fully  evaluated  in  six  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  developed  at  six  projected  mines. 


A  100  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
would  periodically  impair  opportunities  for  motorized 
recreation  use  on  the  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways, 
3.25  miles  of  mine  roads  and  1 .25  miles  of  realigned 
race  course  in  the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately  9,190  acres 
(22  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  six  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  three  surface  mines 
and  three  underground  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  approximately 
900  acres  (two  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized 
recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways, 
3.25  miles  of  mine  roads  and  1.25  miles  of  realigned 
race  course.  These  opportunities  would  be  further 
impaired  by  a  100  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

SWANSEA  (AZ-050-15A)  -  41,690  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Cultural  Resources 


Crucial  Wildlife  and 
Riparian  Habitats 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  vandalism, 
casual  disturbance  and  site  destruction  at  ten 
potentially  eligible  National  Register  sites  by 
closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use,  and  by  precluding  six  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  the  construction  of  seven 
miles  of  pipeline  within  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  six 
mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights  could 
cause  site  destruction  at  one  or  more  of  these  ten 
sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation  users 
could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  21.5  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from  three 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  construction  of 
seven  miles  of  pipeline.  It  would  also  allow  the 
rehabilitation  of  existing  surface  disturbance  on 
3.6  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  closing 
three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation 
use. 

Rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  benefit  the  530  acres  of  riparian  habitat 
within  the  WSA. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  28.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster  and  western 
yellow-billed  cuckoo  by  precluding  surface 
disturbances  from  six  mineral  exploration  programs, 
realignment  of  1 .25  miles  of  race  course  and 
construction  of  seven  miles  of  pipeline.  It  would 
also  minimize  the  potential  for  motor  vehicles 
crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals 
and  their  burrows  by  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  benefit  yellow-billed  cuckoo  habitat 
within  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  six 
mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would 
result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  915  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  within  the  area. 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  occasionally  impaired  across  approximately 
2,240  acres  by  pipeline  construction  and  maintenance 
activities. 

Ten  potentially  eligible  National  Register  sites 
could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  and  site  destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by  recreation  users,  and  by 
surface  disturbances  resulting  from  mineral 
exploration,  the  development  of  six  mines  and 
construction  of  seven  miles  of  pipeline. 


Surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
three  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  preclude  rehabilitation  of 
3.6  acres  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 

Rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  benefit  the  530  acres  of  riparian  habitat 
within  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  six  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  six  mines,  realignment 
of  1.25  miles  of  race  course  and  construction  of 
seven  miles  of  pipeline  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  943.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster  and  western 
yellow-billed  cuckoo  within  the  area.  Motorized 
recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways, 
3.25  miles  of  mine  roads  and  1.25  miles  of  realigned 
race  course  would  continue  to  occasionally  crush 
desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and 
their  burrows. 

Rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  benefit  yellow-billed  cuckoo  habitat 
within  the  WSA. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


EAST  CACTUS  PLAIN  (AZ-050-17)  -  13,735  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/All  Wilderness 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Mineral  Development 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  across  13,735  acres 
(100  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  two  compre- 
hensive mineral  exploration  programs,  the  development 
of  one  surface  mine,  and  construction  and  maintenance 
activities  along  five  miles  of  powerline. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  100  to  200  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Withdrawal  of  13,735  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  development  of 
potential  mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  by 
curtailing  two  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
denying  one  projected  mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  maintained  on  all  13,735  acres  within  the  WSA  by 
precluding  two  mineral  exploration  programs,  the 
development  of  one  surface  mine  and  construction  and 
maintenance  activities  along  five  miles  of  powerline. 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  site 
destruction  at  two  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  sites  by  precluding  two  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  one  surface  mine  and 
construction  of  five  miles  of  powerline  within  the 
WSA. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation  users 
could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
the  development  of  one  surface  mine  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
600  acres  (four  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  approximately  3,200  acres 
(23  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  100  to  200  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Potential  mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  would  be 
fully  evaluated  in  two  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  developed  at  one  projected  mine. 


Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
impaired  over  a  total  of  approximately  600  acres 
(four  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  one  surface  mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  occasionally  impaired  across  approximately 
3,200  acres  (23  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  powerline 
construction  and  maintenance  activities. 

Two  potentially  eligible  National  Register  sites 
could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism,  and  site  destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by  recreation  users,  and  by 
surface  disturbances  resulting  from  mineral 
exploration,  the  development  of  one  mine  and 
construction  of  five  miles  of  powerline. 


BIG  MARIA  MOUNTAINS  NORTHERN  ADDTITION  (AZ-050-18)  -  415  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Motorized  recreation  use  on  0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways 
would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on 
approximately  125  acres  (30  percent  of  the  WSA). 


Motorized  Recreation  Use   Opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  on 

0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA  would  remain 
unchanged  under  the  Proposed  Action/ No  Wilderness 
alternative. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Cultural  Resources 


Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  continue 

to  be  impaired  across  approximately  125  acres 

(30  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recreation  use. 

One  potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  could 
be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  and  site  destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by  recreation  users. 


Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  across  415  acres  (100  percent  of 
the  WSA)  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on 
0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways. 

Closing  0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  within  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  enhanced  within  the  415-acre  WSA  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways. 

Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  site 
vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site  destruction  at 
one  potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  by 
closing  0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

BIG  MARIA  MOUNTAINS  NORTHERN  ADDTITION  (AZ-050-18)  -  415  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Special  Status  Plants 


Motorized  recreation  use  on  0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways 
would  continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise 
individuals  and  their  burrows. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  0.2  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the  revegetation  of 
0.3  acre  of  potential  habitat  for  barrel  cactus  and 
foxtail  cactus. 


Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation  users 
could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  minimize  the  potential 
for  motor  vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise 
individuals  and  their  burrows  by  closing  0.2  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Wilderness  designation  would  allow  revegetation  of 
0.3  acre  of  potential  habitat  for  barrel  cactus  and 
foxtail  cactus  by  closing  0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 


BIG  MARIA  MOUNTAINS  SOUTHERN  ADDITION  (AZ-050-19)  -1,420  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Existing  management  prescriptions  would  enhance 
and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  across  1,420  acres 
(100  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  2.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  from  60  to  125  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities 
for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  within  the  1,420-acre  WSA  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  2.5  miles 
of  vehicle  ways. 


Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  across  1,420  acres  (100  percent 
of  the  WSA)  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use 
on  2.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  from  60  to  125  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities 
for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  enhanced  within  the  1 ,420-acre  WSA  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  2.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 


SOUTH  TRIGO  MOUNTAINS  (AZ-050-23A)  -  4,500  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Mineral  Development 


Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the 
development  of  two  underground  mines  and  one  surface 
mine  would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of 
approximately  3,500  acres  (78  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  1.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
and  4.5  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  approximately  3,510  acres 
(78  percent  of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use  from  250  to  325  VDY  would 
further  impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  in  this  area. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  100  to  175  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Potential  mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  would  be 
fully  evaluated  in  two  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  developed  at  three  projected  mines. 


Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilderness 
alternative  would  enhance  and  maintain  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  across  a  total  of 
approximately  1,500  acres  (33  percent  of  the 
WSA)  by  precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine,  and  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  1.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways. 

The  development  of  one  underground  mine  and  one 
surface  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
3,000  acres  (67  percent  of  the  designated  area). 

Withdrawal  of  4,500  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  development  of 
potential  mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  by 
curtailing  two  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
denying  one  projected  mine. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  developed  at  two  projected 
mines,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


127 


ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


SOUTH  TRIGO  MOUNTAINS  (AZ-050-23A)  -  4,500  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Motorized  Recreation  Use   An  estimated  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  to 
325  VDY  from  250  VDY  would  not  affect  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the  1 .5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  4.5  miles  of  mine  roads  in  the  WSA, 
except  for  some  impairment  during  heavy  use  periods. 


Closing  1.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the  WSA. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately  3,500  acres 
(78  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  two  underground  mines 
and  one  surface  mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  approximately  3,510  acres 
(78  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recreation  use 
on  1.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  4.5  miles  of  mine 
roads.  These  opportunities  would  be  further  impaired 
by  a  30  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 


One  potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  could 
be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
and  site  destruction  resulting  from  increased 
visitation  by  recreation  users,  and  by  surface 
disturbances  resulting  from  mineral  exploration  and 
the  development  of  three  mines. 


Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  two  underground  mines 
and  one  surface  mine  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  515.5  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  1.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  4.5  miles  of  mine  roads  would  preclude 
rehabilitation  of  7.2  acres  of  surface  disturbance  in 
crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  two  underground  mines 
and  one  surface  mine  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  515.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted  bat  and 
peregrine  falcon  within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  1.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
and  4.5  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to 
occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals  and  their  burrows. 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  and  maintained  on  a  total 
of  approximately  1,500  acres  (33  percent  of 
the  WSA)  by  precluding  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  one  underground 
mine,  and  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation 
use  on  1.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately 
3,000  acres  (67  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  the 
development  of  one  underground  mine  and  one 
surface  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights. 

Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent 
vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  1.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  by 
precluding  two  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  the  development  of  one  underground  mine. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  one 
underground  and  one  surface  mine  on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights  could  cause  site 
destruction  at  this  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation 
users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site 
destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  10.5  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  by  precluding  surface  disturbance  from 
two  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the 
development  of  one  small  underground  mine.  It 
would  also  allow  the  rehabilitation  of  existing 
surface  disturbance  on  1.8  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  closing  1 .5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of  one 
underground  and  one  surface  mine  on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights  would  result  in  the  loss 
of  approximately  505  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  10.5  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted 
bat  and  peregrine  falcon  by  precluding  surface 
disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  one  underground 
mine.  It  would  also  minimize  the  potential  for 
motor  vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  and  their  burrows  by  closing 
1.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


SOUTH  TRIGO  MOUNTAINS  (AZ-050-23A)  -  4,500  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Special  Status  Plants 


Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  two  underground  mines 
and  one  surface  mine  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  515.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
night-blooming  cereus  and  the  potential  destruction  of 
individuals  in  this  species  within  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  1.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  4.5  miles  of  mine  roads  would  preclude 
the  revegetation  of  7.2  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
night-blooming  cereus. 


Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  one 
underground  mine  and  one  surface  mine  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  505  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster, 
spotted  bat  and  peregrine  falcon  within  the  area. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss 
of  approximately  10.5  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  night-blooming  cereus  and  the  potential 
destruction  of  individuals  in  these  species 
by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from  two 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  one  underground  mine.  It  would  also  allow 
revegetation  of  1 .8  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  these  species  by  closing  1 .5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  one 
underground  mine  and  one  surface  mine  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  505  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus,  and  the 
potential  destruction  of  individuals  in  this 
species. 


TRIGO  MOUNTAINS  (AZ-050-23B)  -  36,870  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Designated  Area 

Wilderness  Values  Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain 

the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude,  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  a  total  of 
approximately  29,015  acres  (99  percent  of  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  one 
comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program  and  one 
general  mineral  exploration  program,  and  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  11  miles  of 
vehicle  ways. 

Construction  of  two  apron  wildlife  water  catchments 
would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on 
approximately  80  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  250  to  550  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Mineral  Development  Withdrawal  of  29,095  acres  of  public  land  would 

prevent  the  full  evaluation  of  potential  gold  and 
manganese  resources  within  the  designated  area  by 
curtailing  two  mineral  exploration  programs. 

Motorized  Recreation  Use    Closing  1 1  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 

recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  in  the  designated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 


Nondesignated  Area 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
the  development  of  four  underground  mines  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of 
approximately  1,200  acres  (15  percent  of  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  14  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately 
5,120  acres  (66  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  from  290  to  550  VDY  would  further 
impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  opportunities 
in  this  area. 

Development  of  one  horse  camp  would  impair  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on  approximately 
35  acres.  " 

Periodic  burro  roundups  would  temporarily  impair 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
within  the  area. 

Potential  mineral  resources  within  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  fully  evaluated  in  three 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  developed  at  four 
projected  mines. 

A  120  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
would  not  impair  opportunities  for  motorized 
recreation  use  on  the  1 1  miles  of  vehicle  ways  in 
the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 
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TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

TRIGO  MOUNTAINS  (AZ-050-23B)  -  36,870  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Wild  Burro  Management 


Special  Status  Plants 


Designated  Area 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  enhanced  and  maintained  on  all  29,095  acres  in  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA  by  precluding  two 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  11  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  vandalism, 
casual  disturbance  and  site  destruction  at  one 
potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  by 
closing  11  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use,  and  precluding  two  mineral 
exploration  programs  within  the  designated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation  users 
could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  five  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  by  precluding  surface  disturbance  from  two 
mineral  exploration  programs.  It  would  also  allow 
the  rehabilitation  of  existing  surface  disturbance  on 
13.2  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  by 
closing  11  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  five  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted  bat  and 
peregrine  falcon  by  precluding  surface  disturbances 
from  two  mineral  exploration  programs.  By  closing 
1 1  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use, 
it  would  also  minimize  the  potential  for  motor 
vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals  and  their  burrows,  and  preclude 
disturbances  from  motor  vehicles  at  potential  nest 
sites  for  peregrine  falcons. 

Burro  management  activities  would  not  be  affected  by 
wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/Partial  Wilderness  alternative. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  five  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
night-blooming  cereus  and  the  potential  destruction 
of  individuals  in  this  species  by  precluding  surface 
disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration  programs. 
It  would  also  allow  revegetation  of  13.2  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  this  species  by  closing 
11  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Nondesignated  Area 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  impaired  across  a  total  of  approximately 
1 ,200  acres  (15  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA)  by  three  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  the  development  of  four  underground  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  approximately 
5,120  acres  (66  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recreation  use  on  four 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads. 
These  opportunities  would  be  further  impaired  by  a 
120  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 

Nonwilderness  designation  of  this  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  probably  not  affect  any  significant  cultural 
resources. 


Surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  four  underground 
mines  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
115.5  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  14  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would 
preclude  rehabilitation  of  21 .6  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  four  underground 
mines  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
1 1 5.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted  bat  and  peregrine 
falcon  within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  14  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to 
occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals,  and  to  disturb  potential  nesting  sites 
for  peregrine  falcons. 

Wild  burro  roundups  in  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA  would  proceed  as  planned. 

Surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  four  underground 
mines  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
115.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming 
cereus  and  the  potential  destruction  of  individuals 
in  this  species  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  14  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would 
preclude  the  revegetation  of  21.6  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

TRIGO  MOUNTAINS  (AZ-050-23B)  -  36,870  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Mineral  Development 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  across  a  total  of  approximately 
34,870  acres  (95  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding 
four  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
one  general  mineral  exploration  program,  and  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  25  miles  of 
vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  four  underground  mines  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  a  total  of 
approximately  1 ,200  acres  (five  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Construction  of  two  apron  wildlife  water  catchments 
would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on 
approximately  80  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  480  to  675  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Periodic  burro  roundups  would  temporarily  impair 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
within  the  area. 


Withdrawal  of  36,870  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  of  copper,  gold,  silver 
and  manganese  resources  within  the  WSA  by  curtailing 
five  mineral  exploration  programs. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within  the 
area  would  be  developed  at  four  projected  mines,  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Closing  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  in  the  WSA. 


Cultural  Resources 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  enhanced  and  maintained  on  a  total  of 
approximately  34,950  acres  in  the  WSA  by  precluding 
five  mineral  exploration  programs  and  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately  1 ,200  acres 
by  the  development  of  four  underground  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  vandalism, 
casual  disturbance  and  site  destruction  at  one 
potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  by 
closing  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use,  and  by  precluding  five  mineral 
exploration  programs. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation  users 
could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Four  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs,  one 
general  mineral  exploration  program  and  the 
development  of  four  underground  mines  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
1,200  acres  (three  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately 
6,400  acres  (17  percent  of  the  WSA).  The  projected 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  from  320  to 
585  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Development  of  one  horse  camp  and  construction  of 
two  apron  wildlife  water  catchments  would  impair  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on  approximately 
115  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  from  480  to  715  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities 
for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Periodic  burro  roundups  would  temporarily  impair 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
within  the  area. 

Potential  mineral  resources  on  lands  that  are  not 
under  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawal  would  be 
fully  evaluated  in  five  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  developed  at  four  projected  mines. 


An  estimated  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  to 
585  VDY  from  320  VDY  would  not  affect  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the  25  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  in  the 
WSA,  except  for  some  impairment  during  heavy  use 
periods. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately  1,200  acres 
(three  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  five  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  the  development  of  four 
underground  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  approximately 
6,400  acres  (17  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized 
recreation  use  on  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four 
miles  of  mine  roads.  These  opportunities  would  be 
further  impaired  by  an  83  percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 

One  potentially  eligible  National  Register  site 
could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  and  site  destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by  recreation  users,  and 
surface  disturbances  resulting  from  mineral 
exploration. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


TRIGO  MOUNTAINS  (AZ-050-23B)  -  36,870  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Wild  Burro  Management 


Special  Status  Plants 


Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  10.5  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  by  precluding  surface  disturbance  from  five 
mineral  exploration  programs.  It  would  also  allow 
the  rehabilitation  of  existing  surface  disturbance  on 
30  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  closing 
25  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of  four 
underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
110  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  10.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted  bat  and 
peregrine  falcon  by  precluding  surface  disturbances 
from  five  mineral  exploration  programs.  By  closing 
25  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use, 
it  would  also  minimize  the  potential  for  motor 
vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals  and  their  burrows,  and  preclude 
disturbances  from  motor  vehicles  at  potential  nest 
sites  for  peregrine  falcons. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  four 
underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
1 1 0  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted  bat  and  peregrine 
falcon  within  the  area. 

Restrictions  in  the  use  of  equipment  for  burro 
roundups  within  the  WSA  could  cause  increased  capture 
costs  and  result  in  less  capture  efficiency. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  10.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
night-blooming  cereus  and  the  potential  destruction 
of  individuals  in  this  species  by  precluding  surface 
disturbances  from  five  mineral  exploration  programs. 
It  would  also  allow  revegetation  of  30  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  this  species  by  closing 
25  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  four 
underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
110  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming 
cereus  and  the  potential  destruction  of  individuals 
in  this  species. 


Surface  disturbances  from  five  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  four  underground 
mines  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
120.5  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  25  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would 
preclude  rehabilitation  of  34.8  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Surface  disturbances  from  five  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  four  underground 
mines  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
120.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted  bat  and  peregrine 
falcon  within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to 
occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals,  and  to  disturb  potential  nesting  sites 
for  peregrine  falcons. 


Wild  burro  roundups  in  the  WSA  would  proceed  as 
planned. 

Surface  disturbances  from  five  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  four  underground 
mines  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
120.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming 
cereus  and  the  potential  destruction  of  individuals 
in  this  species  within  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  25  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would 
preclude  the  revegetation  of  34.8  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus. 


Environmental  Issues 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 


Designated  Area 

Wilderness  Values  Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain  the 

wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude,  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  a  total  of 
approximately  34,160  acres  (99  percent  of  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  one 
comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program  and  one 
general  mineral  exploration  program,  and  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  17  miles  of 
vehicle  ways. 


Nondesignated  Area 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
the  development  of  four  underground  mines  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
1,200  acres  (46  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  eight  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

TRIGO  MOUNTAINS  (AZ-050-23B)  -  36,870  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 


Designated  Area 

Construction  of  two  apron  wildlife  water  catchments 
would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on 
approximately  80  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  300  to  550  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Periodic  burro  roundups  would  temporarily  impair 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
within  the  area. 


Withdrawal  of  34,240  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  of  potential  gold  and 
manganese  resources  in  the  northern  portion  of  the 
designated  area  by  curtailing  two  mineral  exploration 
programs. 

Motorized  Recreation  Use    Closing  1 7  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 

recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  in  the  designated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 


Mineral  Development 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  enhanced  and  maintained  on  all  34,240  acres  in  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA  by  precluding  two 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  vandalism, 
casual  disturbance  and  site  destruction  at  one 
potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  by 
closing  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  and  precluding  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation  users 
could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  five  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  by  precluding  surface  disturbance  from  two 
mineral  exploration  programs.  It  would  also  allow 
the  rehabilitation  of  existing  surface  disturbance  on 
20.4  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  by 
closing  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  five  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted  bat  and 
peregrine  falcon  by  precluding  surface  disturbances 
from  two  mineral  exploration  programs.  By  closing 
17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use, 
it  would  also  minimize  the  potential  for  motor 
vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals  and  their  burrows,  and  preclude 
disturbances  from  motor  vehicles  at  potential  nest 
sites  for  peregrine  falcons. 
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Nondesignated  Area 

and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately  2,400  acres 
(91  percent  of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use  from  275  to  500  VDY  would 
further  impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  in  this  area. 

Development  of  one  horse  camp  would  impair  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on  approximately 
35  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  80  to  150  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Potential  mineral  resources  within  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  fully  evaluated  in  three 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  developed  at  four 
projected  mines. 

An  82  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
would  not  impair  opportunities  for  motorized 
recreation  use  on  the  eight  miles  of  vehicle  ways  in 
the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  impaired  across  a  total  of  approximately 
1,200  acres  (46  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA)  by  three  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
the  development  of  four  underground  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  approximately 
2,400  acres  (91  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recreation  use  on  eight 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads. 
These  opportunities  would  be  further  impaired  by  an 
82  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 

Nonwilderness  designation  of  this  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  probably  not  affect  any  significant  cultural 
resources. 


Surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  four  underground 
mines  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
115.5  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  eight  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would 
preclude  rehabilitation  of  14.4  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  four  underground 
mines  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
1 1 5.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted  bat  and  peregrine 
falcon  within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  eight  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to 
occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals,  and  to  disturb  potential  nesting  sites 
for  peregrine  falcons. 


ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


TRIGO  MOUNTAINS  (AZ-050-23B)  -  36,870  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wild  Burro  Management 


Special  Status  Plants 


Designated  Area 

Restrictions  in  the  use  of  equipment  for  burro 
roundups  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA 
could  cause  increased  capture  costs  and  result  in 
less  capture  efficiency. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  five  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
night-blooming  cereus  and  the  potential  destruction 
of  individuals  in  this  species  by  precluding  surface 
disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration  programs. 
It  would  also  allow  revegetation  of  20.4  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  this  species  by  closing 
17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 


Nondesignated  Area 

Wild  burro  roundups  are  not  anticipated  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  four  underground 
mines  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
115.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming 
cereus  and  the  potential  destruction  of  individuals 
in  these  species  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  eight  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would 
preclude  the  revegetation  of  14.4  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus. 


KOFA  UNIT  3  SOUTHERN  ADDITION  (AZ-050-31)  -  3,400  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness  values 
of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on 
approximately  1,360  acres  (40  percent  of  the  WSA). 
The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
from  285  to  545  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  15  to  30  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

An  estimated  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  to 
545  VDY  from  285  VDY  would  not  affect  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  in  the  WSA,  except  for  some  impairment 
during  heavy  use  periods. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  continue 
to  be  lessened  across  approximately  1,360  acres 
(40  percent  of  the  WSA)  because  of  motorized 
recreation  use.  These  opportunities  would  be  further 
impaired  by  a  91  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use. 

One  potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  could 
be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  and  site  destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by  recreation  users. 


Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  preclude  rehabilitation  of 
3.6  acres  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 


Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  across  3,400  acres  (100  percent 
of  the  WSA)  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use 
on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  from  15  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  within  the  WSA. 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  enhanced  within  the  3,400-acre  WSA  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle 
ways. 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  vandalism, 
casual  disturbance  and  site  destruction  at  one 
potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  by 
closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation 
users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  allow  the 
rehabilitation  of  existing  surface  disturbance  on 
3.6  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  by 
closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

KOFA  UNIT  3  SOUTHERN  ADDITION  (AZ-050-31)  -  3,400  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Special  Status  Wildlife 

Species 


Special  Status  Plants 


Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  their 
burrows. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the  revegetation  of 
3.6  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming 
cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla. 


Wilderness  designation  would  minimize  the  potential 
for  motor  vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  and  their  burrows  by  closing 
three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation 
use. 

Wilderness  designation  would  allow  revegetation  of 
3.6  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming 
cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla  by  closing  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


KOFA  UNIT  4  NORTHERN  ADDITION  (AZ-050-33)  -  1,900  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Designated  Area 

Wilderness  Values  The  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness  alternative 

would  enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude,  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  on  1,380  acres  (100  percent  of  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  0.4  mile  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  10  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Mineral  Development  Withdrawal  of  1 ,380  acres  of  public  land  would  not 

affect  mineral  resource  development,  as  no  mines  or 
mineral  exploration  programs  are  projected  within  the 
designated  area. 

Motorized  Recreation  Use    Closing  0.4  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 

recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  in  the  designated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  enhanced  within  the  1 ,380-acre  designated  area  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  0.4  mile  of 
vehicle  ways. 


Cultural  Resources 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  vandalism, 
casual  disturbance  and  site  destruction  at  one 
potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  by 
closing  0.4  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 


Nondesignated  Area 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program  and  the 
development  of  one  surface  mine  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
450  acres  (87  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  0.1  mile  of  vehicle  ways 
would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on 
approximately  60  acres  (12  percent  of  the  WSA).  The 
projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  from 
40  to  50  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  approximately  450  acres 
(87  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Potential  zeolite  resources  within  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  fully  evaluated  in  one 
mineral  exploration  program  and  developed  at  one 
projected  mine. 

A  25  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
would  not  impair  opportunities  for  motorized 
recreation  use  on  the  0.1  mile  of  vehicle  ways  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  impaired  across  a  total  of  approximately  450  acres 
(87  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA) 
by  one  mineral  exploration  program  and  the 
development  of  one  surface  mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  approximately  60  acres 
(12  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recreation  use 
on  0.1  mile  of  vehicle  ways.  These  opportunities 
would  be  further  impaired  by  a  25  percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  occasionally  impaired  across  approximately 
450  acres  by  powerline  maintenance  activities. 

Nondesignation  of  this  portion  of  the  WSA  would 
probably  not  affect  any  significant  cultural 
resources. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


KOFA  UNIT  4  NORTHERN  ADDITION  (AZ-050-33)  -  1,900  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Special  Status  Plants 


Designated  Area 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation  users 
could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  allow  the  rehabilitation 
of  existing  surface  disturbance  on  one-half  acre  of 
crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  closing  0.4  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Wilderness  designation  would  minimize  the  potential 
for  motor  vehicles  crushing  Gila  monster  and  desert 
tortoise  individuals  and  their  burrows  by  closing 
0.4  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Wilderness  designation  would  allow  revegetation  of 
one-half  acre  of  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming 
cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla  by  closing  0.4  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Nondeslgnated  Area 


Surface  disturbances  from  one  mineral  exploration 
program,  the  development  of  one  surface  mine  and 
construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline  would  result 
in  the  loss  of  approximately  57  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  0.1  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  would  preclude  rehabilitation  of  0.1  acre  of  surface 
disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Surface  disturbances  from  one  mineral  exploration 
program,  the  development  of  one  surface  mine  and 
construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline  would  result 
in  the  loss  of  approximately  57  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster  and 
spotted  bat  within  the  nondesignated  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  0.1  mile  of  vehicle  ways 
would  continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise 
and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  their  burrows. 

Surface  disturbances  from  one  mineral  exploration 
program,  the  development  of  one  surface  mine  and 
construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline  would  result 
in  the  loss  of  approximately  57  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins' 
cholla,  and  the  potential  destruction  of  individuals 
in  these  species,  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  0.1  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the  revegetation  of 
0.1  acre  of  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming 
cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla. 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Mineral  Development 


Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  across  a  total  of  approximately 
1 ,450  acres  (76  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  one 
comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program  and 
construction  and  maintenance  activities  along  two 
miles  of  powerline,  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  one  surface  mine  on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights  would  impair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  on  approximately  450  acres 
(24  percent  of  the  designated  area). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  10  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Withdrawal  of  1,900  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  full  evaluation  of  zeolite  resources 
within  the  WSA  by  curtailing  one  mineral  exploration 
program. 


One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program  and  the 
development  of  one  surface  mine  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
450  acres  (24  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness  values 
of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on 
approximately  305  acres  (16  percent  of  the  WSA).  The 
projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  from 
1 40  to  285  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  approximately  640  acres 
(34  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  1 0  to  1 5  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Potential  zeolite  resources  within  the  WSA  would  be 
fully  evaluated  in  one  mineral  exploration  program 
and  developed  at  one  projected  mine. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

KOFA  UNIT  4  NORTHERN  ADDITION  (AZ-050-33)  -  1,900  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 


Some  of  the  zeolite  resources  within  the  area  would 
be  developed  at  one  projected  mine,  on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights. 

Closing  one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  within  the  WSA. 


Nonmotorlzed  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  enhanced  and  maintained  on  a  total  of 
approximately  1,450  acres  (76  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
precluding  one  mineral  exploration  program  and 
construction  and  maintenance  activities  along  two 
miles  of  powerline,  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  approximately  450  acres  by  the 
development  of  one  surface  mine  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights. 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  vandalism, 
casual  disturbance  and  site  destruction  at  one 
potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  by 
closing  one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use,  and  by  precluding  one  mineral 
exploration  program  and  the  construction  of  two  miles 
of  powerline. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights 
could  cause  site  destruction  at  this  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation  users 
could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
seven  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  by 
precluding  surface  disturbance  from  one  mineral 
exploration  program  and  construction  of  two  miles  of 
powerline.  It  would  also  allow  the  rehabilitation  of 
existing  surface  disturbance  on  0.6  acre  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  closing  one-half  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights 
would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  50  acres  of 
crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  seven  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster  and  spotted  bat  by 
precluding  surface  disturbances  from  one  mineral 
exploration  program  and  the  construction  of  two  miles 
of  powerline.  It  would  also  minimize  the  potential 
for  motor  vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  and  their  burrows  by  closing 
one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation 
use. 


An  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  to  285  VDY 
from  140  VDY  would  not  affect  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  on  the  one-half  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA,  except  for  some 
impairment  during  heavy  use  periods. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately  450  acres 
(24  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  one  mineral  exploration 
program  and  the  development  of  one  surface  mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  approximately 
305  acres  (16  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized 
recreation  use  on  one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways. 
These  opportunities  would  be  further  impaired  by  a 
103  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  occasionally  impaired  across  approximately 
640  acres  (34  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  powerline 
maintenance  activities. 

One  potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  could 
be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  and  site  destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by  recreation  users,  and  by 
surface  disturbances  resulting  from  mineral 
exploration,  the  development  of  one  surface  mine  and 
construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline. 


Surface  disturbances  from  one  mineral  exploration 
program,  the  development  of  one  surface  mine  and 
construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline  would  result 
in  the  loss  of  approximately  57  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  rehabilitation  of 
0.6  acre  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 


Surface  disturbances  from  one  mineral  exploration 
program,  the  development  of  one  surface  mine  and 
construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline  would  result 
in  the  loss  of  approximately  57  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster  and 
spotted  bat  within  the  WSA.  Motorized  recreation  use 
on  one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  would  continue  to 
occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals  and  their  burrows. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


KOFA  UNIT  4  NORTHERN  ADDITION  (A2-050-33)  -  1,900  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Special  Status  Plants 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights 
would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  50  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila 
monster  and  spotted  bat  within  the  area. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  seven  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
night-blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla,  and  the 
potential  destruction  of  individuals  in  these 
species,  by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from  one 
mineral  exploration  program  and  the  construction  of 
two  miles  of  powerline.  It  would  also  allow 
revegetation  of  0.6  acre  of  potential  habitat  for 
these  species  by  closing  one-half  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights 
would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  50  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  and 
Wiggins'  cholla,  and  the  potential  destruction  of 
individuals  in  these  species. 


Surface  disturbances  from  one  mineral  exploration 
program,  the  development  of  one  surface  mine  and 
construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline  would  result 
in  the  loss  of  approximately  57  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins' 
cholla,  and  the  potential  destruction  of  individuals 
in  these  species,  within  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the  revegetation  of 
0.6  acre  of  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming 
cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla. 


KOFA  UNIT  4  SOUTHERN  ADDITION  (AZ-050-34)  -  11,220  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values 


Motorized  recreation  use  on  seven  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness  values 
of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on 
a  total  of  approximately  11,100  acres  (98  percent  of 
the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  from  140  to  285  VDY  would  further 
impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  in  this  area. 

Construction  of  two  apron  wildlife  water  catchments 
would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on 
approximately  120  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  10  to  15  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Motorized  Recreation  Use    An  estimated  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  to 
285  VDY  from  140  VDY  would  not  affect  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the  seven  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  in  the  WSA,  except  for  some  impairment 
during  heavy  use  periods. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  continue 
to  be  lessened  across  approximately  11,100  acres 
(98  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recreation  use 
on  seven  miles  of  vehicles  ways.  These  opportunities 
would  be  further  impaired  by  a  104  percent  increase 
in  motorized  recreation  use. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 


Cultural  Resources 


One  potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  could 
be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  or  site  destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by  recreation  users. 


Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain  the 

wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 

primitive  recreation  across  approximately 

1 1 ,100  acres  (98  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  eliminating 

motorized  recreation  use  on  seven  miles  of  vehicle 

ways. 

Construction  of  two  apron  wildlife  water  catchments 
would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on 
approximately  120  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  10  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Closing  seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  in  the  WSA. 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  enhanced  within  the  11,200-acre  WSA  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  seven  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  vandalism, 
casual  disturbance  and  site  destruction  at  one 
potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  by 
closing  seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation  users 
could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 
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Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Special  Status  Plants 


ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

KOFA  UNIT  4  SOUTHERN  ADDITION  (AZ-050-34)  -  11,220  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  seven  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  preclude  rehabilitation  of 
8.4  acres  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  seven  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  their 
burrows. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  seven  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the  revegetation  of 
8.4  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming 
cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla. 


Wilderness  designation  would  allow  the  rehabilitation 
of  existing  surface  disturbance  on  8.4  acres  of 
crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  closing  seven  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Wilderness  designation  would  minimize  the  potential 
for  motor  vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  and  their  burrows  by  closing 
seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation 
use. 

Wilderness  designation  would  allow  revegetation  of 
8.4  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming 
cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla  by  closing  seven  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


LITTLE  PICACHO  PEAK  ADDITION  (AZ-050-35)  -  2,915  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


Wilderness  Values 


Mineral  Development 


One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program  and 
the  development  of  one  surface  mine  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
500  acres  (16  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  trails  and 
1 .5  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  on  approximately  520  acres  (17  percent  of 
the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  from  10  to  120  VDY  would  further  impair 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  opportunities  in 
this  area. 

Construction  of  three  runoff  structures  would  impair 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on  approximately 
15  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  190  to  380  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Potential  mineral  resources  on  lands  that  are  not 
under  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawal  in  the  WSA 
would  be  fully  evaluated  in  one  mineral  exploration 
program  and  developed  at  one  projected  mine. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use    An  estimated  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  to 
120  VDY  from  10  VDY  would  not  affect  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the  one  mile  of 
trails  and  1.5  miles  of  mine  roads  in  the  WSA,  except 
for  some  impairment  during  heavy  use  periods. 

Nonmotorized  Recreation     Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be  lessened 
Use  across  a  total  of  approximately  500  acres  (16  percent 

of  the  WSA)  by  one  mineral  exploration  program  and 
the  development  of  one  surface  mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  approximately  520  acres 
(17  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recreation  use  on 
one  mile  of  trails  and  1.5  miles  of  mine  roads.  These 
opportunities  would  be  further  impaired  by  a 
1,100  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  across  2,915  acres  (100  percent 
of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  one  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  program,  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  and  construction  of  three  runoff  structures,  and 
by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile 
of  trails. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  200  to  400  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Withdrawal  of  2,915  acres  of  public  land  would 
prevent  the  evaluation  and  development  of  mineral 
resources  within  the  WSA  by  curtailing  one  mineral 
exploration  program  and  denying  one  projected  mine. 

Closing  one  mile  of  trails  to  motorized  recreation 
use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities  for  motorized 
recreation  use  in  the  WSA. 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  enhanced  and  maintained  on  all  2,915  acres  of  the 
WSA  by  precluding  one  mineral  exploration  program  and 
the  development  of  one  surface  mine,  and  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  trails. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

LITTLE  PICACHO  PEAK  ADDITION  (AZ-050-35)  -  2,915  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


Cultural  Resources 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


One  potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  could 
be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  and  site  destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by  recreation  users  and  surface 
disturbances  resulting  from  mineral  exploration  and 
the  development  of  one  mine. 


Surface  disturbances  from  one  mineral  exploration 
program  and  the  development  of  one  surface  mine  would 
result  in  the  loss  of  52  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  1.5  miles  of 
mine  roads  would  preclude  rehabilitation  of  1.8  acres 
of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat. 

Surface  disturbances  from  one  mineral  exploration 
program  and  the  development  of  one  surface  mine  would 
result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  52  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  peregrine  falcon  within 
the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  trails  and 
1 .5  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to  disturb 
potential  peregrine  falcon  nest  sites. 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  vandalism, 
casual  disturbance  and  site  destruction  at  one 
potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  by 
closing  one  mile  of  trails  to  motorized  recreation 
use,  and  by  precluding  one  mineral  exploration 
program  and  the  development  of  one  surface  mine 
within  the  WSA. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation  users 
could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  52  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  by  precluding  two  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
from  one  mineral  exploration  program  and  50  acres  of 
surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine. 


Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  52  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
peregrine  falcon  by  precluding  surface  disturbances 
from  one  mineral  exploration  program  and  the 
development  of  one  surface  mine.  It  would  also 
prevent  disturbances  to  peregrine  falcon  nest  sites 
by  closing  one  mile  of  trails  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 


MUGGINS  MOUNTAINS  (AZ-050-53A)  -  14,455  Acres 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Proposed  Action/Parital  Wilderness 


Wilderness  Values 


Mineral  Development 


Designated  Area 

Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude,  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation,  and  special  features  on  a 
total  of  approximately  8,845  acres  (99  percent  of  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding 
construction  and  maintenance  activities  along 
5.5  miles  of  powerline,  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Improvement  of  one  natural  tinaja  would  impair  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on  approximately 
10  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  100  to  250  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Withdrawal  of  8,855  acres  of  public  would  not  affect 
the  evaluation  and  development  of  mineral  resources, 
as  the  designated  area  lacks  high  mineral  potential. 


Nondesignated  Area 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
the  development  of  two  surface  mines  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
4,500  acres  (80  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  7.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on 
approximately  1 ,550  acres  (28  percent  of  the  WSA). 
The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
from  360  to  700  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Construction  of  one  apron  wildlife  water  catchment 
would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on 
approximately  ten  acres. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  on  approximately  1,500  acres  (27  percent 
of  the  WSA). 

Potential  mineral  resources  on  lands  that  are  not 
under  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawal  would  be  fully 
evaluated  in  two  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
developed  at  two  projected  mines. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

MUGGINS  MOUNTAINS  (AZ-050-53A)  -  14,455  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Proposed  Action/Parital  Wilderness 


Designated  Area 

Motorized  Recreation  Use    Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 

recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  in  the  designated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Cultural  Resources 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  enhanced  and  maintained  on  all  8,855  acres  of  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA  by  precluding 
construction  and  maintenance  activities  along 
5.5  miles  of  powerline,  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  vandalism, 
casual  disturbance  and  site  destruction  at  one 
potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  by 
closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use,  and  by  precluding  construction  of 
5.5  miles  of  powerline. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation  users 
could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  13.75  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  by  precluding  surface  disturbance  from  the 
construction  of  5.5  miles  of  powerline.  It  would 
also  allow  the  rehabilitation  of  existing  surface 
disturbance  on  3.6  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  by  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 


Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  13.75  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster  and  spotted  bat  by 
precluding  surface  disturbances  from  the  construction 
of  5.5  miles  of  powerline.  It  would  also  minimize 
the  potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  their 
burrows  by  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 


Nondesignated  Area 

A  94  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
would  decrease  the  quality  of  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  on  the  7.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  three  miles  of  mine  roads  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  impaired  on  a  total  of  approximately  4,500  acres 
(80  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA) 
by  two  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the 
development  of  two  surface  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  approximately 
1,550  acres  (28  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recreation  use  on  7.5  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of  mine  roads.  These 
opportunities  would  be  further  impaired  by  a 
94  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  occasionally  impaired  across  approximately 
1,500  acres  (27  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA)  by  powerline  construction  and  maintenance 
activities. 

Nondesignation  of  this  portion  of  the  WSA  would 
probably  not  affect  any  significant  cultural 
resources. 


Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  two  surface  mines  and 
construction  of  3.5  miles  of  powerline  would  result 
in  the  loss  of  approximately  361.75  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  7.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of  mine  roads  would 
preclude  rehabilitation  of  12.7  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  two  surface  mines  and 
construction  of  3.5  miles  of  powerline  would  result 
in  the  loss  of  approximately  362  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster  and 
spotted  bat  within  the  nondesignated  area. 


Motorized  recreation  use  on  7.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
and  three  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to  crush 
desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and 
their  burrows. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 


MUGGINS  MOUNTAINS  (AZ-050-53A)  -  14,455  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 


Proposed  Action/Parital  Wilderness 


Special  Status  Plants 


Designated  Area 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  13.75  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
Wiggins'  cholla  and  barrel  cactus,  and  the  potential 
destruction  of  individuals  in  these  species,  by 
precluding  surface  disturbances  from  the  construction 
of  5.5  miles  of  powerline.  It  would  also  allow 
revegetation  of  3.6  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
these  species  by  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Nondesignated  Area 

Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  two  surface  mines  and 
construction  of  3.5  miles  of  powerline  would  result 
in  the  loss  of  approximately  362  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  Wiggins'  cholla  and  barrel  cactus,  and 
the  potential  destruction  of  individuals  in  these 
species,  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  7.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of  mine  roads  would 
preclude  the  revegetation  of  12.6  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  Wiggins'  cholla  and  barrel  cactus. 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Wilderness  Values  Wilderness  designation  would  enhance  and  maintain  the 

wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude,  primitive 
recreation  and  special  features  across  a  total  of 
approximately  14,435  acres  (99  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  two  surface  mines,  and 
construction  and  maintenance  activities  along  nine 
miles  of  powerline,  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Improvement  of  one  tinaja  and  construction  of  one 
apron  wildlife  water  catchment  would  impair  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on  approximately 
20  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  170  to  300  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Mineral  Development  Withdrawal  of  14,455  acres  of  public  land  would 

prevent  the  evaluation  and  development  of  mineral 
resources  within  the  WSA  by  curtailing  two  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  denying  two  projected  mines. 

Motorized  Recreation  Use    Closing  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 

recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  in  the  WSA. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  enhanced  and  maintained  on  all  14,455  acres  of  the 
WSA  by  precluding  two  mineral  exploration  programs, 
the  development  of  two  surface  mines,  and 
construction  and  maintenance  activities  along  nine 
miles  of  powerline,  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  on  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 


Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
the  development  of  two  surface  mines  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
4,500  acres  (31  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  three  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately  2,790  acres 
(19  percent  of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use  from  430  to  700  VDY  would 
further  impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  in  this  area. 

Construction  of  one  apron  wildlife  water  catchment 
and  improvement  of  one  natural  tinaja  would  impair 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on  approximately 
20  acres. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude, 
primitive  recreation  and  special  features  on 
approximately  2,500  acres  (18  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  170  to  300  VDY  would  reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Potential  mineral  resources  on  lands  that  are  not 
under  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawal  within  the  WSA 
would  be  fully  evaluated  in  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  developed  at  two  projected  mines. 

An  estimated  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  to 
700  VDY  from  430  VDY  would  not  affect  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the  10.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of  mine  roads  within  the 
WSA,  except  for  some  impairment  during  heavy  use 
periods. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately  4,500  acres 
(31  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  two  surface  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  across  approximately 
2,790  acres  (19  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized 
recreation  use  on  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and 
three  miles  of  mine  roads.  These  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  63  percent  increase  in 
construction  and  motorized  recreation  use. 
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TABLE  2-4  (Continued) 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 

MUGGINS  MOUNTAINS  (AZ-050-53A)  -  14,455  Acres  (Continued) 


Environmental  Issues 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 


Cultural  Resources 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 


Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 


Special  Status  Plants 


Wilderness  designation  would  help  prevent  vandalism, 
casual  disturbance  and  site  destruction  at  one 
potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  by 
closing  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use,  and  by  precluding  two  mineral 
exploration  programs,  two  surface  mines  and 
construction  of  nine  miles  of  powerline. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recreation  users 
could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  375.5  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  by  precluding  three  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  from  two  mineral  exploration  programs, 
350  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  the  development 
of  two  surface  mines,  and  22.5  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  from  construction  of  nine  miles  of 
powerline.  It  would  also  allow  the  rehabilitation  of 
existing  surface  disturbance  on  12.6  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  closing  10.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  375.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster  and  spotted  bat  by 
precluding  surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral 
exploration  programs,  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines,  and  construction  of  nine  miles  of  powerline. 
It  would  also  minimize  the  potential  for  motor 
vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals  and  their  burrows  by  closing  10.5  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Wilderness  designation  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  375.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
Wiggins'  cholla  and  barrel  cactus,  and  the  potential 
destruction  of  individuals  in  these  species,  by 
precluding  surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral 
exploration  programs,  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines  and  construction  of  nine  miles  of  powerline. 
It  would  also  allow  revegetation  of  12.6  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  these  species  by  closing 
10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation 
use. 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
be  occasionally  impaired  across  approximately 
2,500  acres  (18  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  powerline 
construction  and  maintenance  activities. 

One  potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  could 
be  adversely  impacted  by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  and  site  destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by  recreation  users,  and  by 
surface  disturbances  resulting  from  mineral 
exploration,  the  development  of  two  mines  and 
construction  of  nine  miles  of  powerline. 


Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  two  surface  mines  and 
construction  of  nine  miles  of  powerline  would  result 
in  the  loss  of  approximately  375.5  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of  mine  roads  would 
preclude  rehabilitation  of  16.2  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  two  surface  mines  and 
construction  of  nine  miles  of  powerline  would  result 
in  the  loss  of  approximately  376  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster  and 
spotted  bat  within  the  area.  Motorized  recreation 
use  on  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of 
mine  roads  would  continue  to  occasionally  crush 
desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and 
their  burrows. 

Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  two  surface  mines  and 
construction  of  nine  miles  of  powerline  would  result 
in  the  loss  of  approximately  376  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  Wiggins'  cholla  and  barrel  cactus,  and 
the  potential  destruction  of  individuals  in  these 
species,  within  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of  mine  roads  would 
preclude  the  revegetation  of  16.2  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  Wiggins'  cholla  and  barrel  cactus. 
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CHAPTER  3 


AFFECTED  ENVIRONMENT 


INTRODUCTION 

Chapter  3  briefly  describes  resources  that 
would  be  impacted  by  the  alternatives  including 
the  Proposed  Action.  Descriptions  are  only  as  de- 
tailed as  needed  for  the  reader  to  understand  the 
effects  of  implementing  the  alternatives.  Where 
impacts  to  resources  would  be  slight  or  nonexist- 
ent, descriptions  are  brief  or  are  omitted. 

More  detailed  descriptions  of  the  resources  in 
the  EIS  area  and  of  regional  socioeconomic  con- 
ditions appear  in  the  planning  documents  for  the 
Yuma  District.  Copies  of  these  documents  may  be 
reviewed  in  the  Yuma  District  Office,  Yuma,  Ari- 
zona, and  the  Havasu  Resource  Area  Office,  Lake 
Havasu  City,  Arizona. 


The  area  is  primitive,  with  no  human  imprints, 
and  appears  to  have  been  affected  primarily  by 
the  forces  of  nature. 


Solitude 

This  WSA  offers  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  only  if  it  is  considered  as  an  integral  part 
of  the  Dead  Mountains  WSA  (CDCA-276). 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

This  area  offers  outstanding  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  only  if  it  is 
considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  Dead  Moun- 
tains WSA  (CDCA-276). 


DEAD  MOUNTAINS 

NORTHERN  ADDITION 

(AZ-050-01)  -  1,815  ACRES 

Wilderness  Values 

Location  and  Boundaries 

This  WSA  is  in  San  Bernardino  County,  Califor- 
nia, about  five  miles  southwest  of  Riviera,  Ari- 
zona, and  ten  miles  northwest  of  Needles,  Califor- 
nia. It  is  bounded  on  the  north  and  west  by  the 
California  Desert  Conservation  Area  (CDCA) 
Dead  Mountains  WSA  (CDCA-276)  (not  recom- 
mended suitable)  and  elsewhere  by  state  and  pri- 
vate lands.  A  transmission  line  and  maintenance 
road  form  the  eastern  boundary.  One  parcel  of 
state  land  (covering  90  acres)  is  included  in  the 
area. 

Naturalness 

The  WSA  lies  on  a  bajada  sloping  eastward 
from  the  Dead  Mountains,  with  gently  rolling  hills 
and  deeply  cut  washes.  Vegetative  cover  is 
sparse,  primarily  creosote,  bursage  and  cholla. 
Vegetation  normally  associated  with  desert 
washes  is  entirely  lacking. 


Special  Features 

The  WSA  is  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  a  spe- 
cial status  wildlife  species. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Most  of  the  recreation  use  in  this  area  is  vehicle- 
based.  Motorized  recreation  users  enter  the  area 
from  the  powerline  boundary  road  over  approxi- 
mately four  miles  of  trails  up  eight  desert  washes. 
Recreation  activities  include  rockhounding  and 
small  game  hunting  in  the  desert  washes. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

The  area  attracts  only  a  few  users  engaged  in 
nonmotorized  recreation  activities.  Recreation 
activities  include  hiking  in  the  desert  washes. 


Cultural  Resources 

No  cultural  resource  inventories  have  been  con- 
ducted in  the  WSA  and  no  National  Register  sites 
are  recorded  for  the  area.  The  area  is  believed  to 
have  low  to  moderate  potential  for  cultural 
resources.  Anticipated  site  types  include  lithic 
scatters  and  quarries. 
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It  is  estimated  that  there  is  one  potentially  eli- 
gible National  Register  site  in  the  area. 

Native  American  Values 

The  adjoining  Dead  Mountains  are  regarded  by 
local  Indians,  especially  the  Mojave,  as  home  of 
the  souls  of  their  deceased.  However,  it  is  unlikely 
that  this  belief  extends  beyond  the  mountain 
mass  to  include  the  fan  toes  within  the  WSA. 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 


hills  in  low  densities  of  fewer  than  20  individuals 
per  square  mile. 

Table  3-1  lists  the  special  status  wildlife  species 
within  the  WSA.  The  scientific  names  for  all  listed 
species  are  included  in  Appendices  A  and  B. 


Utility  Corridors 

A  designated  BLM  utility  corridor  (UC-1 ,  CDCA 
"F")  follows  the  transmission  line  along  the  area's 
eastern  boundary  for  approximately  four  miles. 
This  corridor  extends  one-half  mile  into  the  WSA. 


The  desert  tortoise  (a  special  status  species, 
Category  2)  is  known  to  live  in  washes  and  foot- 


TABLE  3-1 

SPECIAL-STATUS  PLANTS  AND  WILDLIFE 
(Part  A) 


Dead  Dead 

Mountains   Mountains   Chemehuevl    Chemehuevi/   Needles   Grossman    Mohave     Whipple      Gibraltar    Planet   Cactus 
Status        North  South         Mountains  Needles        Eastern        Peak  Wash      Mountains    Mountain     Peak      Plain 


Special-Status  Species 


Plants: 

Barrel  Cactus 

B 

Death  Valley  Mormon  Tea 

3 

Foxtail  Cactus 

B 

Linearleaf  Sand  Spurge 

B 

Night-Blooming  Cereus 

B 

Sand  Flat  Milkvetch 

B 

Wiggins'  Cholla 

B 

Wooly  Heads 

B 

Reptiles: 

Desert  Night  Lizard 

B,D 

Desert  Tortoise 

B,D 

Flat-tailed  Horned  Lizard 

B,D 

Gila  Monster 

B 

Gilbert's  Skink 

D 

Mohave  Fringe-Toed  Lizard 

D 

Mammals: 

Desert  Bighorn  Sheep 

Di 

Little  Long-Nosed  Bat 

B 

Spotted  Bat 

B 

Yuma  Puma 

B 

Birds: 

Bald  Eagle 

A,C,E 

Cooper's  Hawk 

G 

Ferruginous  Hawk 

B 

Harris  Hawk 

G 

Merlin 

G 

Northern  Harrier 

G 

Peregrine  Falcon 

A,D,E 

Prairie  Falcon 

G 

Sharp-Shinned  Hawk 

G 

Swainson's  Hawk 

B,G 

Western  Yellow-Billed  Cuckoo 

B 

White-Faced  Ibis 

B,G 

Total  Species 

Bighorn  Population  Estimate 

17  3 

25—30       28—53 


5  2  8 

3—18         1—5 


1  During  preparation  of  the  FEIS,  the  Arizona  Game  and  Fish  department  removed  the  desert  bighorn  sheep  from  its  Threatened 
Native  Wildlife  List. 


Key: 


Status:    A  =  Federal  Endangered  List 

B  =  Federal  Candidate  Category  2 

C  =  Arizona  Group  2 

D  =  Arizona  Group  3 

E  *  California  Endangered 

F  ■  California  Rare 

G  =  California  Special  Concern 


Occurrence:    X  =  Verified 

P  ■  Very  Probably  Occurs 
S  =  Suitable  Habitat,  May  Occur 
—  =  Probably  Not  Present 
0  »  May  occur,  but  is  not 
Sensitive  in  Arizona 
(Not  Included  in  Total) 
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TABLE  3-1  (Continued) 

SPECIAL-STATUS  PLANTS  AND  WILDLIFE 
(Part  B) 


East 

Big  Maria 

Big  Maria 

South 

Kofa 

Kofa 

Kofa 

Little 

Cactus 

Mountains 

Mountains 

Trigo 

Trigo 

Unit  3 

Unit  4 

Unit  4 

Plcacho 

Muggins 
Mountains 

Special-Status  Species 

Swansea 

Plain 

North 

South 

Mountains 

Mountains 

South 

North 

South 

Peak 

Plants: 

Barrel  Cactus 





X 

X 

_ 

s 

Death  Valley  Mormon  Tea 

— 

X 

— 



Foxtail  Cactus 

— 

_ 

S 

X 





Linearleaf  Sand  Spurge 

— 

X 

— 



Night-Blooming  Cereus 

— 

S 

— 

_ 

s 

P 

S 

s 

3 

Sand  Flat  Milkvetch 

— 

X 





Wiggins'  Cholla 

— 

— 

_ 

s 





s 

S 

s 

s 

Wooly  Heads 

— 

X 

— 

— 

— 

— 



Reptiles: 

Desert  Night  Lizard 

— 

— 

_ 

— 





Desert  Tortoise 

X 

— 

s 

s 

S 

S 

p 

p 

p 

p 

Flat-tailed  Horned  Lizard 

— 

X 

— 



Gila  Monster 

X 

— 

_ 

— 

s 

s 

s 

s 

P 

s 

Gilbert's  Skink 

— 

— 

— 





Mohave  Fringe-Toed  Lizard 

— 

X 

— 

— 

— 



— 







Mammals: 

Desert  Bighorn  Sheep 

X 

— 



X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

x 

Little  Long-Nosed  Bat 

— 

— 

— 





Spotted  Bat 

— 

— 

_ 

— 

S 

s 

s 

s 

s 

s 

Yuma  Puma 

— 

— 

— 

— 



Birds: 

Bald  Eagle 

— 

— 

_ 

— 





— 

Cooper's  Hawk 

— 

— 

_ 

— 

0 

0 



s 

Ferruginous  Hawk 

— 

— 

s 

s 

s 

s 

s 

s 

s 

s 

s 

Harris  Hawk 

0 

— 

— 



0 

0 

s 

Merlin 

— 

— 

s 

s 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

s 

Northern  Harrier 

0 

— 

s 

s 

0 

0 

s 

Peregrine  Falcon 

— 

— 

— 



s 

s 



_ 

_ 

s 

Prairie  Falcon 

— 



— 

s 

0 

0 

0 

o 

o 

s 

o 

Sharp-Shinned  Hawk 

— 

— 

— 

s 

0 

s 

Swainson's  Hawk 

X 

— 

— 



s 

s 

s 

s 

s 

s 

Western  Yellow-Billed  Cuckoo 

X 







White-Faced  Ibis 

X 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 



— 







Total  Species 

6 

7 

6 

9 

9 

9 

8 

8 

8 

10 

7 

Bighorn  Population  Estimate 

4-6 

20—30 

4 

2 

4 

2 

Key: 


Status:    A  =  Federal  Endangered  List 

B  =  Federal  Candidate  Category  2 

C  =  Arizona  Group  2 

D  =  Arizona  Group  3 

E  =  California  Endangered 

F  =  California  Rare 

G  =  California  Special  Concern 


Occurrence:    X  =  Verified 

P  =  Very  Probably  Occurs 
S  =  Suitable  Habitat,  May  Occur 
—  =  Probably  Not  Present 
0  =  May  occur,  but  is  not 
Sensitive  in  Arizona 
(Not  Included  in  Total) 


nUUUU  HOFF  STEWART 
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TABLE  3-1  (Continued) 

SPECIAL— STATUS  PLANTS  AND  WILDLIFE 
(Footnotes) 


Federal  Status  Definitions: 
Endangered  — 
Candidate,  Category  2  — 


Arizona  Status  Definitions  2: 
Group  2  — 

Group  3  — 


California  Status  Definitions: 
Endangered  — 
Rare  — 
Special  Concern  — 


Federally  protected  as  an  endangered  species. 

Those  species  for  which  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  does  not  have  sufficient  information  on  hand 
to  support  their  being  listed  as  Threatened  or 
Endangered  at  this  time.  The  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  is  actively  seeking  information  on  these 
species  to  determine  if  they  warrant  inclusion  in  a 
different  category. 


Extirpation  of  these  species  is  highly  probable  if  no 
recovery  efforts  are  made.  The  continued  presence  of 
these  species  in  Arizona  is  now  in  jeopardy. 

Serious  threats  to  these  species  or  to  the  habitats 
they  occupy  exists.  The  continued  presence  of  these 
species  in  Arizona  could  be  in  jeopardy  in  the 
foreseeable  future. 


Listed  as  endangered  in  California. 

Listed  as  rare  in  California. 

The  California  breeding  population  of  this  species  may 
be  extirpated  if  trends  continue. 


Source:    Yuma  District  Files 

2  During  preparation  of  the  FEIS,  the  Arizona  Game  and  Fish  Department  changed  its 
classifications  of  threatened  native  wildlife  from  the  format  shown  in  this  table  to  a  format 
similar  to  the  one  prescribed  by  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (i.e.,  "endangered" 
and  "threatened"  classifications). 

Note:  Scientific  names  for  all  species  included  in  this  table  are  listed  in  Appendix  A 
and  Appendix  B. 


DEAD  MOUNTAINS 

SOUTHERN  ADDITION 

(AZ-050-02)  -  630  ACRES 


Two-thirds  of  the  WSA  is  within  a  contaminated 
military  area  that  is  restricted  to  surface  use  only. 
This  designation  indicates  that  there  may  be  un- 
exploded  munitions  under  the  surface  of  the 
ground. 


Wilderness  Values 


Location  and  Boundaries 

This  WSA  is  ten  miles  southwest  of  Riviera,  Ari- 
zona, and  five  miles  northeast  of  Needles,  Califor- 
nia, in  San  Bernardino  County,  California.  It  con- 
sists of  two  separate  roadless  areas  that  are 
bounded  on  the  south  and  west  by  the  California 
Desert  Conservation  Area  (CDCA)  Dead  Moun- 
tains WSA  (CDCA-276)  (not  recommended  suit- 
able) and  on  the  north  and  east  by  private  land, 
a  powerline  maintenance  road  and  a  gas  pipeline 
maintenance  road. 


Naturalness 

The  area  is  part  of  a  bajada  sloping  eastward 
from  the  Dead  Mountains.  It  has  been  dissected 
by  small  washes  which  has  exposed  older  alluvial 
deposits.  Vegetative  cover  is  sparse,  primarily 
creosote,  bursage  and  cholla.  Vegetation  com- 
monly associated  with  desert  washes  is  conspic- 
uously lacking. 

There  are  no  human  imprints  in  the  area  and 
the  unit  appears  to  have  been  affected  primarily 
by  the  forces  of  nature. 
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Solitude 

This  WSA  offers  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  only  if  it  is  considered  as  an  integral  part 
of  the  Dead  Mountains  WSA  (CDCA-276). 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

The  area  offers  outstanding  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  only  if  it  is 
considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  Dead  Moun- 
tains WSA  (CDCA-276). 


Special  Features 

This  WSA  is  habitat  forthe  desert  tortoise,  a  spe- 
cial status  wildlife  species. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Most  of  me  recreation  use  in  this  area  is  vehicle- 
based.  Motorized  recreation  users  enter  the  area 
from  the  powerline  boundary  road  over  approxi- 
mately two  miles  of  trails  up  three  desert  washes. 
Recreation  activities  include  rockhounding  and 
small  game  hunting  in  the  desert  washes. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

The  area  attracts  only  a  few  users  engaged  in 
nonmotorized  recreation  activities.  Recreation 
activities  include  hiking  in  the  desert  washes. 


Cultural  Resources 

No  cultural  resource  inventories  have  been  con- 
ducted in  the  WSA  and  no  National  Register  sites 
are  recorded  for  the  area.  The  area  is  believed  to 
have  low  to  moderate  potential  for  cultural 
resources.  Anticipated  site  types  include  lithic 
scatters  and  quarries. 

It  is  estimated  that  there  is  one  potentially  eli- 
gible National  Register  site  in  the  area. 


Native  American  Values 

The  adjoining  Dead  Mountains  are  regarded  by 
local  Indians,  especially  the  Mojave,  as  home  of 
the  souls  of  their  deceased.  However,  it  is  unlikely 
that  this  belief  would  extend  beyond  the  mountain 
mass  to  include  the  fan  toes  within  the  WSA. 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

The  desert  tortoise  (a  special  status  species, 
Category  2)  is  known  to  live  in  washes  and  foot- 
hills in  low  densities  of  fewer  than  20  individuals 
per  square  mile. 

Table  3-1  lists  the  special  status  wildlife  species 
within  the  WSA. 


Utility  Corridors 

A  designated  BLM  utility  corridor  (UC-1 ,  CDCA 
"F")  follows  the  powerline  along  the  area's  east- 
ern boundary  for  approximately  two  miles.  This 
corridor  covers  most  of  the  WSA. 


CHEMEHUEV)  MOUNTAINS 
ADDITION 

Wilderness  Values 

Location  and  Boundaries 

The  WSA  is  about  1 1  miles  southeast  of  Needles 
in  San  Bernardino  County,  California.  The  area  is 
bounded  by  the  California  Desert  Conservation 
Area  (CDCA)  Chemehuevi  Mountains  WSA 
CDCA-310  along  its  western  and  southern  bound- 
aries and  by  the  Havasu  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
along  its  eastern  edge.  A  maintained  pipeline  road 
forms  the  northern  boundary. 

Naturalness 

The  terrain  in  the  WSA  is  rugged,  with  a 
200-foot  difference  in  altitude  in  less  than  one- 
half  mile  width.  This  area  represents  the  topo- 
graphic break  between  bajada  and  mountain 
base.  Vegetation  is  sparse  —  mainly  creosote  and 
bursage. 

No  human  imprints  are  present,  and  the  unit 
appears  to  be  primitive. 

Solitude 

This  WSA  would  offer  outstanding  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude  only  if  it  is  considered  as  an  inte- 
gral part  of  the  Chemehuevi  Mountain  WSA 
(CDCA-310). 
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Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

The  area  would  offer  outstanding  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  only  if  it 
were  considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  Cheme- 
huevi  Mountain  WSA  (CDCA-310). 


Special  Features 

Desert  tortoise  and  desert  bighorn  sheep  occur 
in  this  area. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

The  area  attracts  some  users  engaged  in  non- 
motorized  recreation  activities.  Existing  recre- 
ation activities  are  primarily  small  game  hunting, 
hiking  and  rockhounding. 


Cultural  Resources 

No  cultural  resource  inventories  have  been  con- 
ducted in  the  WSA  and  no  National  Register  sites 
are  recorded  for  the  area.  The  area  is  believed  to 
have  moderate  potential  for  cultural  resources  in 
the  lower  foothills  and  canyon  mouths.  Antici- 
pated sites  include  lithic  scatters  and  quarries. 

It  is  estimated  that  there  is  one  potentially  eli- 
gible National  Register  site  in  the  area. 


Native  American  Values 

The  WSA  includes  a  small  portion  of  the  Cheme- 
huevi  Mountains,  which  have  high  traditional 
vaiue  for  the  Mojave,  Chemehuevi  and  Halchi- 
doma  Indians.  This  traditional  value  is  attributed 
to  the  mountain  system  as  a  whole,  as  well  as  spe- 
cific locations  within  the  mountains.  However,  no 
areas  of  traditional  sensitivity  are  presently 
known  or  have  been  identified  within  the  WSA. 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

The  desert  tortoise  (a  special  status  species, 
Category  2)  is  known  to  live  in  washes  and  foot- 
hills in  low  densities  of  less  than  20  individuals  per 
square  mile. 

Table  3-1  summarizes  special  status  wildlife 
species  within  the  WSA. 


Utility  Corridors 

A  designated  BLM  utility  corridor  (UC-3,  Inter- 
state 40)  follows  the  pipeline  along  the  area's 
northern  boundary.  This  two-mile  wide  corridor 
covers  the  entire  WSA  and  contains  no  power- 
lines. 


Uses  of  Withdrawn  Land 

Approximately  85  acres  of  Reclamation- 
withdrawn  land  within  the  area  are  identified  for 
use  as  a  new  quarry  site  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of 
Reclamation.  While  not  presently  used,  current 
USBR  projections  indicate  this  quarry  site  will  be 
developed  in  the  next  25  years  because  the  supply 
of  materials  in  a  nearby  quarry  will  be  exhausted. 


CHEMEHUEVI/NEEDLES 

ADDITION 
(AZ-050-04)  -  960  ACRES 

Wilderness  Values 

Location  and  Boundaries 

This  WSA  is  on  the  western  edge  of  Topock 
Gorge  adjacent  to  the  Colorado  River  some  five 
miles  south  of  Topock,  Arizona,  in  San  Bernar- 
dino County,  California.  The  Havasu  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  forms  the  WSA's  northern  and 
eastern  boundaries  while  the  western  and  south- 
ern edges  are  bounded  by  the  California  Desert 
Conservation  Area  (CDCA)  Chemehuevi  Moun- 
tains WSA  (CDCA-310)  (recommended  suitable). 

Naturalness 

The  topography  of  the  northern  portion  of  this 
WSA  is  represented  by  resistant  bedrock  expo- 
sures common  to  the  Topock  Gorge.  The  south- 
ern half  is  distinguished  by  more  gently  rolling 
hills  and  broader,  easterly-flowing  washes.  Vege- 
tation is  sparse,  with  creosote,  bursage  and  cholla 
predominating.  Paloverde  and  ironwood  are  in 
some  of  the  broader  washes. 

No  human  imprints  are  present  and  the  unit 
appears  to  be  in  a  natural  state. 
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Solitude 

This  area  would  offer  outstanding  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude  only  if  it  were  considered  as  an 
integral  part  of  either  the  proposed  Chemehuevi 
Mountain  WSA  (CDCA-31 0)  or  the  Refuge's  Nee- 
dles Wilderness. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

This  WSA  would  offer  outstanding  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
only  if  it  were  considered  as  an  integral  part  of 
either  proposed  Chemehuevi  Mountain  WSA 
(CDCA-31 0)  or  the  Refuge's  Needles  Wilderness. 


Special  Features 

Desert  tortoise  and  desert  bighorn  sheep  live  in 
this  area. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

The  unit  attracts  some  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users.  Present  recreation  activities  include 
occasional  small  game  hunting,  rockhounding 
and  hiking. 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

The  desert  tortoise  (a  special  status  species, 
Category  2)  is  known  to  live  in  washes  and  foot- 
hills in  low  densities  of  fewer  than  20  individuals 
per  square  mile. 

Table  3-1  lists  the  special  status  wildlife  species 
in  this  WSA. 


NEEDLES  EASTERN 

ADDITION 

(AZ-050-05B)  -  465  ACRES 

Wilderness  Values 

Location  and  Boundaries 

This  WSA  is  six  miles  southeast  of  Topock  in 
Mohave  County,  Arizona.  The  western  boundary 
is  contiguous  with  the  Havasu  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  and  their  proposed  Needles  Wilderness. 
It  is  bounded  on  the  north  by  private  land,  on  the 
east  by  a  maintained  road  and  on  the  south  by  pri- 
vate lands. 


Cultural  Resources 

No  cultural  resource  inventories  have  been  con- 
ducted in  the  WSA  and  no  National  Register  sites 
are  recorded  for  the  area.  The  area  is  believed  to 
have  moderate  potential  for  cultural  resources  in 
the  lower  foothills  and  canyon  mouths.  Antici- 
pated sites  include  lithic  scatters  and  quarries. 

It  is  estimated  that  there  is  one  potentially  eli- 
gible National  Register  site  in  the  area. 


Native  American  Values 

This  unit  includes  a  small  portion  of  the  Cheme- 
huevi Mountains  which  have  high  traditional 
value  for  the  Mojave,  Chemehuevi  and  Halchi- 
doma  tribes.  This  traditional  value  is  attributed  to 
the  mountain  system  as  a  whole,  as  well  as  spe- 
cific locations  within  the  mountains.  However,  no 
areas  of  traditional  sensitivity  are  presently 
known  or  have  been  identified  within  the  WSA. 


Naturalness 

The  unit  includes  a  small  portion  of  the  rugged 
northern  end  of  the  Mohave  Mountains.  It  is  dis- 
sected by  minor  washes  which  feed  into  a  major 
north-flowing  wash  along  the  eastern  boundary. 
Vegetative  cover  is  sparse.  Creosote,  bursage  and 
cholla  are  dominant  with  a  small  number  of  palo- 
verde  in  washes. 

The  area  has  been  affected  primarily  by  the 
forces  of  nature,  with  no  developments  and  only 
two  vehicle  ways. 


Solitude 

This  WSA  would  offer  outstanding  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude  only  if  it  is  considered  as  an  inte- 
gral part  of  the  proposed  Havasu  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  Needles  Wilderness. 
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Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

This  unit  would  offer  outstanding  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  only  if  it 
is  considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  proposed 
Havasu  National  Wildlife  Refuge  Needles  Wilder- 
ness. 


Special  Features 

The  WSA  is  habitat  for  and  desert  bighorn 
sheep,  which  is  a  special  status  wildlife  species. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Most  of  the  recreation  use  occurring  in  the  area 
is  vehicle-based.  Motorized  recreation  users 
enter  the  area  from  the  east  boundary  road  over 
two  vehicle  ways  (totaling  one-half  mile  in  length) 
which  traverse  the  southwestern  corner  and  north 
central  section  of  the  unit,  and  a  one-half-mile- 
long  desert  wash  at  the  north  end  of  the  unit.  Rec- 
reation activities  include  rockhounding,  small 
game  hunting  and  camping. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

The  unit  attracts  few  users  engaging  in  nonmot- 
orized recreation  activities.  Recreation  activities 
include  hiking. 


Cultural  Resources 

No  cultural  resource  inventories  have  been 
undertaken  in  the  WSA  and  no  National  Register 
sites  are  recorded  for  the  area.  The  WSA  is  be- 
lieved to  have  moderate  potential  for  cultural 
resources.  Lithic  scatters  and  quarries  are  site 
types  anticipated  for  the  area. 

It  is  estimated  that  there  is  one  potentially  eli- 
gible National  Register  site  in  the  area. 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Yuma  District  RMP  identifies  this  unit  as 
containing  465  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  hab- 
itat. 


GROSSMAN  PEAK 
(AZ-050-07B)  -  38,630  Acres 

Wilderness  Values 

Location  and  Boundaries 

Crossman  Peak  WSA  lies  in  southern  Mohave 
County  approximately  ten  miles  northeast  of  Lake 
Havasu  City,  Arizona.  The  WSA  is  bounded  by 
maintained  roads,  a  transmission  line  right-of- 
way  and  state  and  private  lands.  Eight  cherrystem 
roads  (totaling  approximately  14  miles)  penetrate 
the  area.  One  parcel  of  private  land  (covering  20 
acres)  is  also  included  in  the  area. 

Naturalness 

The  Crossman  Peak  WSA  generally  appears  to 
have  been  affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of 
nature,  with  human  influences  substantially  unno- 
ticeable.  The  WSA's  topography  is  characteristi- 
cally steep,  complex  and  dissected  by  numerous 
drainages.  The  steep  rocky  slopes,  thin  soil  cover 
and  five-inch  annual  rainfall  produce  a  sparse  veg- 
etative cover,  consisting  mainly  of  desert  shrubs 
and  grasses,  chollas  and  prickly  pear  cactus,  with 
scattered  pinyon  and  Joshua  trees  on  the  peaks 
and  ridges. 

The  unit  is  in  essentially  natural  condition,  but 
human  activity  is  indicated  by  livestock  water 
developments,  corrals,  four  wildlife  water  catch- 
ments, mining  tunnels  and  prospect  pits,  rem- 
nants of  old  buildings  and  a  network  of  vehicle 
ways.  While  these  intrusions  exist,  their  overall 
impact  on  the  natural  condition  of  the  unit  is  dis- 
sipated and  made  negligible  by  the  characteristi- 
cally rugged  and  complex  topography. 

Solitude 

Opportunities  for  solitude  in  Crossman  Peak 
WSA  are  available  through  much  of  the  WSA 
because  of  rugged  terrain.  Outstanding  opportu- 
nities for  solitude  are  available  over  much  of  the 
WSA's  interior.  The  WSA's  complex  topography 
screens  out  the  evidence  of  man's  works  and  the 
presence  of  humans,  even  in  substantial 
numbers.  Outside  developments,  such  as  Lake 
Havasu  City,  have  minor  impact  on  the  solitude 
opportunities  within  the  unit,  affecting  a  few  areas 
on  the  west  side. 
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TABLE  3-2 
CRUCIAL  BIGHORN  HABITAT  &  RIPARIAN  HABITAT,  BY  ALTERNATIVE 


WSA 


Alternative 


Crucial  Bighorn  Habitat 
Acres 

Riparian  Habitat 
Wilderness      Nonwild 

Acres     Miles     Acres 

erness 

Wilderness     Nonwilderness 

Miles 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
465 

465 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

18,530 
22,250 
0 
0 
39,962 
15,486 

3,720 

0 

22,250 

39,962 

0 

24,476 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1,260 

1,380 

0 

120 

0 

1,380 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

17,800 

23,310 

0 

5,510 

0 

23,310 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

6,375 

6,425 

0 

50 

0 

6,425 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

10,900 

21,540 

0 

10,640 

0 

21,540 

530 

530 

0 

6 

6 
0 

0 

0 

530 

0 

0 
6 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
1,420 

1,420 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
4,500 

4,500 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

29,095 

36,870 

34,240 

0 

7,775 

0 

2,630 

36,870 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

Dead  Mountains 
Northern  Addition 

Dead  Mountains 
Southern  Addition 

Chemehuevi  Mountains 
Addition 

Chemehuevi/Needles 
Addition 

Needles  Eastern 
Addition 

Crossman  Peak 


Mohave  Wash 


Whipple  Mountains 
Addition 


Gibraltar  Mountain 


Planet  Peak 


Cactus  Plain 


Swansea 

East  Cactus  Plain 

Big  Maria  Mountains 
Northern  Addition 

Big  Maria  Mountains 
Southern  Addition 

South  Trigo  Mountains 
Trigo  Mountains 


Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 

All  Wilderness 

No  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

All  Wilderness 

Partial  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
Enhanced  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
Enhanced  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 
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TABLE  3-2  (Continued) 
CRUCIAL  BIGHORN  HABITAT  &  RIPARIAN  HABITAT,  BY  ALTERNATIVE 


Crucial  Bighorn  Habitat 
Acres 


Riparian  Habitat 
Wilderness      Nonwilderness 


WSA 

Alternative 

Wilderness 

Nonwilderness 

Acres 

Miles 

Acres 

Miles 

Kofa  Unit  3 
Southern  Addition 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
3,400 

3,400 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

Kofa  Unit  4 
Northern  Addition 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

1,380 

1,900 

0 

520 

0 

1,900 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

Kofa  Unit  4 
Southern  Addition 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
11,220 

11,220 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

Little  Picacho  Peak 
Addition 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
2,915 

2,915 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

Muggins  Mountains 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

8,855 

14,455 

0 

5,600 

0 

14,455 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

Source:  Yuma  District  Files 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Crossman  Peak  WSA  has  outstanding  opportu- 
nities for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation. 
Like  many  desert  mountain  ranges,  the  Crossman 
Peak  portion  of  the  Mohave  Mountains  appears 
more  attractive  for  primitive  recreation  when 
observed  from  a  close  perspective  as  opposed  to 
a  distant  one.  The  unit  offers  diverse  vegetation, 
wildlife  and  terrain  which  are  highly  desirable  set- 
tings for  foot  and  horseback  travel.  The  rugged 
interior  presents  challenges  to  foot  travel,  and  the 
constant  variation  of  scenery  and  vegetation  is 
rewarding  to  recreation ists.  The  lower  elevations 
on  the  northern  end  offer  less  demanding  terrain. 


Special  Features 

The  unit  contains  habitat  for  desert  bighorn 
sheep,  the  southernmost  extension  of  Joshua 
trees  in  the  Colorado  River  Valley  area,  an  iso- 
lated stand  of  pinyon  pines,  and  a  few  old  mines 
which  may  have  some  historic  value.  The  WSA 
has  prehistoric  rock  art  (petroglyphs)  and  other 
prehistoric  cultural  remains.  Crossman  Peak  also 
offers  an  imposing  and  relatively  undisturbed 
backdrop  to  Lake  Havasu  and  the  highly  devel- 
oped Lake  Havasu  City  area. 


Mineral  Resources 

The  area  lies  within  the  Chemehuevi  Mining  Dis- 
trict, which  has  produced  1,500  tons  of  copper, 
lead,  gold,  silver  and  tungsten  ores,  mainly 
between  1913  and  1958  (Keith  et  al.  1983). 

A  U.S.  Geological  Survey  study  indicates  that 
the  area  has  high  potential  for  small  deposits  of 
gold,  silver  and  tungsten  (USDI-USGS  1983b). 
Positive  geochemical  anomalies  and  patterns  of 
alteration  in  the  central  part  of  the  wilderness 
study  area  provide  evidence  that  there  is  moder- 
ate to  low  potential  for  additional  deposits  of  base 
metals. 

The  Crossman  Peak  Wilderness  Study  Area  and 
immediate  environs  contain  43  separate  mineral- 
ized areas  that  have  been  mined  or  prospected. 
Sixteen  of  these  areas  are  reported  to  have  pro- 
duced some  ore  and  several  other  areas  probably 
produced  some  high-grade  ore  (USDI-USBM 
1983).  There  is  high  potential  for  deposits  of 
riprap  and  of  sand  and  gravel,  and  moderate  po- 
tential for  small  deposits  of  perlite,  opal  and  man- 
ganese in  the  area. 

As  of  November  18,  1986,  220  mining  claims 
were  in  the  WSA.  Crossman  Peak  WSA  also  has 
high  potential  for  gold,  silver  and  tungsten,  which 
are  all  on  the  National  Defense  Stockpile  Inven- 
tory of  Critical  and  Strategic  Materials. 
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AFFECTED  ENVIRONMENT 

TABLE  3-3 
MINERAL  POTENTIAL,  BY  ALTERNATIVE 


Alternative 

Acres 
Suitable 

Acres 
Nonsuitable 

WSA 

High 
Potential 

Moderate 
Potential 

High 
Potential 

Moderate 
Potential 

Dead  Mountains  Northern 
Addition 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

Dead  Mountains  Southern 
Addition 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

Chemehuevi  Mountains 
Addition 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

Chemehuevi/Needles 
Addition 

Proposed  Action/All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

Needles  Eastern  Addition 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

Crossman  Peak 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

9,744 

10,384 

0 

22,406 

28,246 

0 

640 

0 

10,384 

5,840 

0 

28,246 

Mohave  Wash 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
Partial  Wilderness 

0 

34,860 

7,110 

0 
63,825 
21,240 

34,860 

0 

27,750 

63,825 

0 

47,265 

Whipple  Mountains 
Addition 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

930 

1,020 

0 

330 

360 

0 

90 

0 

1,020 

30 

0 

360 

Gibraltar  Mountain 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

5,987 

8,100 

0 

140 

220 

0 

2,113 

0 

8,100 

80 

0 

220 

Planet  Peak 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

8,750 

9,430 

0 

0 
0 
0 

680 

0 

9,430 

0 
0 
0 

Cactus  Plain 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
Enhanced  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

5,510 

9,630 

7,840 

0 

33,230 

33,230 

33,230 

0 

4,120 

0 

1,790 

9,630 

0 

0 

0 

33,230 

Swansea 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

184 

7,498 

0 

10,686 

16,330 

0 

7,314 

0 

7,498 

5,644 

0 

16,330 

East  Cactus  Plain 

Proposed  Action/All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

0 
0 

13,735 
0 

0 
0 

0 
13,735 

Big  Maria  Mountains 
Northern  Addition 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

Big  Maria  Mountains 
Southern  Addition 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

South  Trigo  Mountains 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
4,500 

0 
0 

4,500 
0 

0 
0 
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TABLE  3-3  (Continued) 
MINERAL  POTENTIAL,  BY  ALTERNATIVE 


Alternative 

Acres 
Suitable 

Acres 
Nonsuitable 

WSA 

High 
Potential 

Moderate 
Potential 

High 
Potential 

Moderate 
Potential 

Trigo  Mountains 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
Enhanced  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

13,437 

19,642 

17,480 

0 

15,548 

16,192 

15,824 

0 

6,205 

0 

2,162 

19,642 

644 

0 

368 

16,192 

Kofa  Unit  3 
Southern  Addition 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Kofa  Unit  4 
Northern  Addition 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

0 

520 

0 

0 
0 
0 

520 

0 

520 

0 
0 
0 

Kofa  Unit  4 
Southern  Addition 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

Little  Picacho  Peak 
Addition 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 

0 
0 

0 
1,920 

0 
0 

1,920 
0 

Muggins  Mountains 

Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

0 

0 
0 

150 

736 

0 

0 
0 
0 

586 

0 

736 

Source:    Yuma  District  Files 

Motorized  Recreation  Use 

About  half  of  the  recreation  use  in  this  area  is 
vehicle-based.  Motorized  recreation  users  enter 
the  area  from  the  boundary  roads  over  approxi- 
mately 14  miles  of  cherrystemmed  roads  and  13 
miles  of  vehicle  ways.  This  vehicle  access  net- 
work provides  the  principal  access  for  all  motor- 
ized recreation  activities,  including  upland  bird 
and  small  game  hunting,  rockhounding,  recre- 
ational mining,  sightseeing,  and  deer  and  bighorn 
sheep  hunting. 

Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

The  area  also  attracts  a  number  of  users 
engaged  in  nonmotorized  recreation  activities. 
These  users  enter  the  area  over  the  same  vehicle 
access  network  that  is  used  by  motorized  recrea- 
tionists.  Recreation  activities  include  hiking, 
horseback  riding  and  sightseeing,  as  well  as  some 
deer  hunting. 


Cultural  Resources 

Cultural  resource  inventories  have  not  been 
conducted  in  the  WSA  and  no  National  Register 
sites  are  recorded  for  the  area. 


Based  on  cursory  field  checks  the  lower  foot- 
hills, canyon  mouths  and  spring  areas  have  high 
potential  for  cultural  resources  while  the  higher 
elevations  have  low  potential.  Two  petroglyph 
sites  are  near  springs  and  a  third  recorded  site  is 
a  lithic  scatter.  The  petroglyph  sites  may  have 
been  habitation  areas  also,  but  historic  mining 
activities  have  disturbed  this  context.  There  is 
much  evidence  of  early  pioneer  and  historic  min- 
ing activity  in  the  form  of  adits,  shafts  and  tailings. 
However,  standing  structures  are  absent  and  pre- 
sent mining  claims  overlay  the  old  mine  areas. 

Six  potentially  eligible  National  Register  sites 
are  predicted  for  the  area. 


Native  American  Values 

Crossman  Peak  is  known  to  have  significance 
in  the  traditional  beliefs  of  the  Chemehuevi  and 
Mojave  Indians  and  may  also  be  important  to  the 
Hualapai  and  Western  Yavapai  Indians. 
Crossman  Peak  is  a  central  place  in  a  regional  cre- 
ation myth  pertaining  to  these  Native  Americans. 
This  traditional  value  is  attributed  to  the  mountain 
in  general  and  the  crest  in  particular.  No  other 
areas  of  traditional  sensitivity  are  presently 
known  or  have  been  identified  within  the  WSA. 
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Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Desert  bighorn  sheep  inhabitthe  Mohave  Moun- 
tains, with  the  area  around  Crossman  Peak  repre- 
senting the  southern  end  of  their  crucial  habitat. 
One  of  the  few  lambing  areas  for  the  sheep  is 
immediately  northwest  of  Crossman  Peak.  Within 
the  WSA,  approximately  22,250  acres  of  crucial 
habitat  support  a  fairly  stable  population  of  25-30 
sheep.  (See  Map  3-1  A.) 

Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

Two  special  status  wildlife  species  (Category  2) 
may  be  in  low  densities  within  the  unit.  Desert  tor- 
toise may  inhabit  foothills  and  wash  areas,  with 
fewer  than  20  individuals  per  square  mile.  Gila 
monsters  may  live  in  rocky  foothills  and  canyons 
near  permanent  water  sources,  in  densities  fewer 
than  ten  individuals  per  square  mile. 

The  WSA  may  provide  habitat  for  two  other  spe- 
cial status  species.  Desert  night  lizard  may  inhabit 
the  Joshua  tree  stand  on  the  northeastern  side  of 
the  Mohave  Mountains.  Gilbert's  skink,  a  State- 
listed  Group  III  species,  may  occur  in  scrub  oak 
woodland  at  the  upper  end  of  canyons  on  the  east 
side  of  the  Mohave  Mountains. 

In  addition,  two  federally-listed  endangered 
species,  the  southern  bald  eagle  and  American 
peregrine  falcon  may  be  seen  during  spring  and 
fall  as  visiting  migrants. 

Table  3-1  lists  the  special  status  wildlife  species 
occurring  in  the  WSA. 


MOHAVE  WASH 

(AZ-050-07C/050-48/020-52)  - 

103,365  ACRES 

Wilderness  Values 

Location  and  Boundaries 

This  WSA  is  about  three  miles  northeast  of 
Parker  Dam  and  six  miles  southeast  of  Lake 
Havasu  City,  in  Mohave  County,  Arizona.  The 
area  embraces  most  of  the  lower  Mohave  Wash 
drainage  and  includes  Black  Mountain,  Mohave 
Springs  Mesa,  the  Bill  Williams  Mountains  and  the 
Castaneda  Hills. 

The  unit  is  bounded  by  transmission  lines,  main- 
tained roads,  Arizona  State  Highway  95,  state  and 


private  lands,  the  Havasu  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
and  Lake  Havasu  State  Park.  Four  cherrystem 
roads  (totaling  approximately  15  miles)  penetrate 
the  area.  Nine  parcels  of  state  inholdings  (totaling 
3,400  acres)  and  twelve  parcels  of  private  inhold- 
ings (totaling  6,480  acres)  are  also  included  in  the 
area. 


Naturalness 

Topography  within  this  large  WSA  is  highly  var- 
ied. The  Mohave  drainage  is  a  complex  system  of 
washes  that  includes  the  main  stem,  Middle 
Mohave  Wash,  West  Mohave  Wash  and  Paloma 
Wash.  The  highlands  dissected  by  these  washes 
include  the  volcanic  tableland  in  the  vicinity  of 
Black  Mountain  and  Mohave  Springs  Mesa,  the 
spires  of  Castaneda  Hills  and  the  rugged  Bill  Wil- 
liams Mountains. 

Sonoran  desert  shrub  is  the  common  vegeta- 
tion type  on  the  unit.  Vegetative  cover  is  primarily 
mixed  desert  shrub  of  creosote  bush,  boxthorn, 
barrel  cactus,  beavertail  cactusand  ocotillo.  Vege- 
tation in  the  washes  is  comprised  of  paloverde, 
ironwood,  burrobush,  brittlebush,  smoketree  and 
catclaw  acacia. 

The  Mohave  Wash  WSA  is  predominantly  nat- 
ural. Human  imprints  in  the  area  are  the  result  of 
grazing,  mining  activities  and  a  network  of  vehicle 
ways.  Most  grazing  has  been  in  the  Mohave  Wash 
drainages.  Mining  activities  are  concentrated  in 
the  Paloma  Wash  area.  However,  none  are  pres- 
ently active  and  many  have  been  long- 
abandoned.  The  unit  generally  appears  to  have 
been  affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature, 
although  the  grazing,  mining  activities  and  the 
vehicle  way  network  may  appear  to  be  wide- 
spread, their  overall  affect  is  dissipated  by  the 
unit's  large  area  and  varied  terrain  and  they  are 
substantially  unnoticeable  in  most  instances. 


Solitude 

The  highly  varied  terrain  that  characterizes 
much  of  this  WSA  enhances  its  ability  to  offer  out- 
standing opportunities  for  solitude.  The  deep 
winding  drainages  formed  by  main  washes  offer 
topographic  and  vegetative  screening,  making  it 
possible  for  the  user  to  find  a  secluded  spot.  The 
dissected  highlands  and  complex  peaks  and 
ridges  provide  an  extensive,  untouched  area  in 
which  the  presence  of  others  would  not  be  readily 
apparent.  The  interior  areas  are  isolated  in  eleva- 
tion and  distance  from  the  surrounding  areas  so 
that  they  are  not  influenced  by  the  developments 
along  Lake  Havasu  and  the  Colorado  River. 
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AFFECTED  ENVIRONMENT 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

This  WSA  offers  outstanding  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  including  hik- 
ing, photography,  sightseeing,  rockhounding, 
horseback  riding  and  nature  study.  The  unit's  var- 
ied terrain  offers  numerous  opportunities  and 
challenges  to  gain  vistas  and  stark  views  from 
many  destination  points.  Although  scattered,  big- 
horn sheep,  deer  and  other  wildlife  enhance  the 
area  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation. 


Special  Features 

The  Bill  Williams  Mountains  and  Castaneda 
Hills  support  populations  of  bighorn  sheep.  The 
southern  edge  of  the  unit,  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  is  an  area  of  high  scenic  value  that  is  char- 
acterized by  vertical  cliffs,  spires,  highly  eroded 
formations  and  severe  surface  variations. 


Mineral  Resources 

The  relationship  of  base  and  precious  metal 
mineralization  low  angle  detachment  faults  has 
been  described  (Wilkins  and  Heidrick  1982, 
Spencerand  Welty  1986).  The  Whipple  Mountains 
detachment  fault  is  described  to  underlie  the 
Mohave  Mountains  and  could  be  projected  into 
Bill  Williams  Mountains.  As  late  as  1987,  little  is 
known  of  mineralization  in  this  area  by  USGS  and 
USBM.  The  older  rocks  are  reported  to  be  faulted 
and  structurally  complex. 

Field  investigations  have  reported  a  central 
core  of  Precambrian  gneiss  with  quartz  veins  of 
Cretaceous  age  that  have  gold  and  copper  miner- 
alization, and  wulfonite  (McDonnell  1987,  Evans 
1987).  The  veins  and  mineralized  joints  have  vis- 
ibly significant  gold  values. 

Prospect  activities  have  been  conducted  along 
Paloma  Wash  and  workings  intensify  in  the  Row- 
land Peak  area  of  the  Bill  Williams  Mountains. 
Other  prospect  workings  are  concentrated  in  the 
extreme  north  end  of  the  Castaneda  Hills,  where 
copper  stains  are  found  in  fractured  Miocene  vol- 
canic rocks. 

Tentatively,  there  is  a  moderate  potential  for  the 
occurrence  of  metallic  metal  mineralization  in  the 
WSA.  However,  preliminary  findings  indicate  that 
the  central  portion  of  the  area  may  have  high  min- 
eral potential. 

As  of  November  1986,  there  were  55  mining 
claims  in  the  WSA. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Most  of  the  recreation  use  occurring  in  this  area 
is  vehicle-based.  Motorized  recreation  users 
enter  the  area  from  the  boundary  roads  over  ap- 
proximately 15  miles  of  cherrystemmed  roads, 
approximately  50  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  sev- 
eral washes.  This  vehicle  access  network  pro- 
vides the  principal  access  for  all  motorized  recre- 
ation activities,  including  upland  bird  and  small 
game  hunting,  small  mammal  trapping,  camping, 
rockhounding,  recreational  mining  and  sightsee- 
ing. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

The  unit  attracts  few  users  engaging  in  nonmot- 
orized recreation  activities.  These  users  enter  the 
area  over  the  same  vehicle  access  network  that 
is  used  by  motorized  recreationists.  Recreation 
activities  include  hiking  and  sightseeing. 


Cultural  Resources 

Cultural  resource  inventory  in  this  WSA  has 
been  very  limited  and  there  are  no  recorded  Na- 
tional Register  sites  in  the  area. 

A  sampling  transect  and  four  surveys  for  wild- 
life projects  have  identified  five  sites.  This  work 
suggests  that  the  WSA  has  moderate  potential  for 
additional  cultural  resource  sites  that  are  asso- 
ciated with  water  and  game  resources.  Site  types 
include  lithic  scatters,  habitation  sites  and  a  petro- 
glyph  locale.  Pioneering  and  historic  mining  in 
the  area  is  represented  by  adits,  shafts  and  tailing 
piles  but  no  structures  or  foundations  are  present. 

Five  potentially  eligible  National  Register  sites 
are  in  the  WSA. 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Aubrey  Hills  and  Bill  Williams  Mountains 
both  provide  habitat  for  desert  bighorn  sheep. 
Within  the  WSA,  39,962  acres  of  crucial  habitat 
may  support  0.1  to  0.5  individuals  per  square  mile, 
or  6  to  31  sheep.  A  recent  release  of  22  sheep  by 
Arizona  Game  and  Fish  Department  has 
increased  the  estimated  population  to  28  to  53 
sheep.  (See  Map  3-2A.) 
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Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

Desert  tortoise  (a  special  status  species,  Cate- 
gory 2)  may  inhabit  washes  and  foothills  in  low 
densities  of  less  than  20  individuals  per  square 
mile. 

The  Gila  monster,  another  special  status  spe- 
cies (Category  2),  may  be  found  in  rocky  foothills 
and  canyons  near  permanent  water  sources.  Pop- 
ulation is  estimated  at  low  densities  of  fewer  than 
ten  individuals  per  square  mile. 


Utility  Corridors 

A  designated  BLM  utility  corridor  (UC-2A, 
Davis-Parker  "A")  follows  the  transmission  lines 
along  a  portion  of  the  area's  southwestern  bound- 
ary for  approximately  three  miles.  This  corridor 
extends  one-half  mile  into  the  WSA. 


WHIPPLE  MOUNTAINS 

ADDITION 

(AZ-050-10)  -  1,380  ACRES 

Wilderness  Values 
Location  and  Boundaries 

The  Whipple  Mountains  Addition  is  located 
about  five  miles  northwest  of  Parker  Dam  in  San 
Bernardino  County,  California.  This  WSA  is 
bounded  on  the  west  by  the  California  Desert  Con- 
servation Area  (CDCA)  Whipple  Mountains  WSA 
CDCA-312  and  elsewhere  by  maintained  power- 
line  roads  and  state  and  private  lands. 

Naturalness 

The  unit  includes  a  portion  of  the  rugged  east- 
ern Whipple  Mountains,  and  is  dissected  by  four 
small  washes.  Vegetation  is  sparse  —  creosote, 
bursage,  brittlebush  and  cholla,  with  paloverde  in 
the  washes.  The  area  is  one  of  the  few  locations 
for  foothills  paloverde,  which  hybridizes  with  blue 
paloverde  along  the  Colorado  River  Aqueduct. 

Numerous  prospects  and  abandoned  mine 
shafts  are  in  the  area,  but  these  operations  are  not 
substantially  noticeable.  The  unit  generally 
appears  to  be  natural. 


Solitude 

This  WSA  would  offer  outstanding  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude  only  if  it  is  considered  as  an  inte- 
gral part  of  the  California  Whipple  Mountains 
WSA. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

This  unit  would  offer  outstanding  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  only  if  it 
is  considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  California 
Whipple  Mountains  WSA. 


Special  Features 

Desert  bighorn  sheep  and  desert  tortoise  live  in 
the  WSA.  The  Whipple  Mountains  have  the  largest 
stand  of  saguaro  found  in  California  and  more 
than  100  species  of  vascular  plants  have  been 
recorded  in  the  general  area. 

Packrat  middens  are  present  in  the  Whipple 
Mountains  proper.  These  are  important  to  vegeta- 
tion and  environmental  reconstruction  spanning 
the  past  40,000  years. 

The  Whipple  Mountains  are  sacred  to  most  of 
the  Colorado  River  Indian  Tribes  and  contain 
numerous  ritual  and  sacred  sites.  A  majority  of  the 
geologic  formations  in  the  Mountains  have  spiri- 
tual significance. 


Mineral  Resources 

Base  and  precious  metal  mineralization  has 
been  related  to  detachment  faulting  with  high- 
angle  (listric)  faulting,  and  these  similarities  have 
been  recognized  in  the  Whipple  Mountains  (Wil- 
kins  and  Heidrick  1982).  The  predominant  metal 
assemblage  in  the  Whipples  consists  of  barium, 
manganese,  iron,  copper,  gold  and  silver.  These 
deposits  have  a  relation  to  a  hydrothermal  system 
and  are  found  in  rocks  ranging  from  Precambrian 
to  Miocene  (Ridenour  et  al.  1982). 

Economic  mineral  deposits  could  be  present 
within  the  WSA,  as  significant  metallic  mineral 
deposits  are  present  within  a  few  miles  of  the  area. 
The  Miocene  detachments  have  been  studied  in 
this  area  (Teel  1982).  More  recently,  a  Bureau  of 
Mines  study  reported  favorable  gold  content  in 
mine  workings  and  prospects  —  this  study  recom- 
mended that  the  area  be  further  studied  for  eco- 
nomic development  (USBM  1987). 
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The  Copper  Basin  mine,  one  mile  from  the 
WSA's  southernmost  boundary,  produced 
copper  prior  to  World  War  II  and  has  demon- 
strated reserves  of  7,200  tons  of  copper.  The  Mon- 
ument King  and  Moulton  mines,  approximately 
five  miles  to  the  southeast,  produced  more  than 
702  tons  of  manganese  during  the  two  world  wars. 
Geological  studies  in  the  adjacent  Whipple  Moun- 
tains WSA  indicate  potential  for  copper,  gold, 
silver,  lead  and  manganese. 

Deposits  with  recorded  production  and  the  min- 
erals potential  of  the  adjacent  CDCA  Whipple 
Mountain  WSA  suggest  a  moderate  potential  for 
metallic  mineralization  in  this  WSA.  However,  the 
recent  Bureau  of  Mines  study  indicates  a  high 
potential  for  gold,  silver  and  copper  mineraliza- 
tion within  the  WSA. 

Nine  mining  claims  preceded  the  Bureau  of  Rec- 
lamation withdrawal  that  is  currently  in  effect  on 
the  WSA. 

Copper,  manganese,  gold,  silver  and  lead  are 
all  found  near  the  WSA  and  are  all  listed  on  the 
National  Defense  Stockpile  Inventory  of  Strategic 
and  Critical  Materials. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Most  of  the  recreation  use  in  this  area  is  vehicle- 
based.  Motorized  recreation  users  enter  this  area 
from  three  miles  of  powerline  boundary  road  over 
approximately  one  mile  of  trails. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

The  area  attracts  few  users  engaged  in  nonmot- 
orized recreation  activities.  Recreation  activities 
include  hiking,  sightseeing,  wildlife  (bighorn 
sheep)  viewing,  photography  and  rockhounding. 


Cultural  Resources 

Cultural  resource  inventories  have  not  been 
conducted  in  the  WSA  and  no  National  Register 
sites  are  recorded  for  the  area.  The  WSA  has  mod- 
erate potential  for  cultural  resources.  Anticipated 
site  types  include  trails  and  lithic  scatters. 

It  is  estimated  that  there  is  one  potentially  eli- 
gible National  Register  site  in  the  area. 


Native  American  Values 

This  WSA  is  a  portion  of  the  Whipple  Moun- 
tains, which  have  numerous  ritual  sites  and  moun- 
tainous areas  that  are  important  in  the  traditional 
beliefs  for  the  Colorado  River  Indian  Tribes.  A 
majority  of  the  geologic  formations  in  the  range 
have  significance  for  these  tribes.  A  number  of 
trails  cross  the  WSA. 

Trails  which  lead  to  traditional  sites  are  interre- 
lated in  their  ritual  importance.  However,  these 
special  status  areas  have  yet  to  be  identified  in  the 
WSA  and  are  presently  unknown. 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Whipple  Mountains  are  historic  range  for 
desert  bighorn  sheep.  All  of  this  unit  contains  cru- 
cial habitat  for  the  species.  Current  population  for 
the  Whipple  Mountains  range  is  estimated  to  be 
100  sheep. 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

The  desert  tortoise  (a  special  status  species, 
Category  2)  is  known  to  live  in  washes  and  foot- 
hills in  low  densities  of  fewer  than  20  individuals 
per  square  mile. 

The  unit  also  contains  possible  habitat  for  the 
little  long-nosed  bat,  a  special  status  species, 
Category  2,  that  inhabits  caves,  old  mine  tunnels 
and  buildings. 

Table  3-1  lists  the  special  status  wildlife  species 
within  this  WSA. 


GIBRALTAR  MOUNTAIN 
(AZ-050-12)  -  25,260  ACRES 

Wilderness  Values 

Location  and  Boundaries 

Gibraltar  Mountain  WSA  lies  at  the  western  end 
of  the  Buckskin  Mountains,  approximately  ten 
miles  northeast  of  Parker  in  La  Paz  County, 
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Arizona.  The  unit  is  bounded  by  maintained 
roads,  state  lands,  public  lands  under  a  long-term 
recreation  lease,  and  public  lands  lacking  wilder- 
ness characteristics.  One  cherrystem  road 
(extending  approximately  two  miles)  penetrates 
the  area  from  the  southwest.  One  parcel  of  private 
land  (covering  75  acres)  is  also  included  in  the 
area. 


Naturalness 

Gibraltar  Mountain  WSA  is  predominantly  nat- 
ural with  human  imprints  largely  unnoticeable. 
The  unit  is  largely  a  rugged  mass  of  volcanic  rock 
dissected  by  deep,  sandy  washes  and  rocky  can- 
yons. Vegetation  is  sparse  and  consists  mainly  of 
creosote  bush,  staghom  cholla  and  barrel  cactus, 
with  several  dense  concentrations  of  paloverde  in 
the  washes. 

The  only  human  imprints  are  the  result  of  graz- 
ing, mining  and  wildlife  management  activities  — 
1)  a  livestock  water  development  at  the  southern 
end  of  the  unit,  2)  remnants  of  past  mining  activity 
that  include  scattered  sites  with  shafts,  an  adit, 
several  prospects,  scattered  bulldozer  trails  and 
vehicle  trails  and  ways  and  3)  a  tunnel  water 
catchment/storagefacility  for  wildlife  in  thesouth- 
ern  part.  These  human  imprints  are  sufficiently 
scattered  and  concealed  by  the  unit's  complex  ter- 
rain as  to  render  them  substantially  unnoticeable. 


Solitude 

The  unit  shows  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  over  most  of  its  area.  The  rugged  topog- 
raphy and  intricate  vegetation  screen  people  from 
the  sights,  sounds  and  evidence  of  other  people. 
The  topography  ranges  from  open  sandy  washes 
to  narrow  rocky  canyons,  steep  narrow  ridges  and 
rugged  peaks,  and  al  lows  for  use  dispersion — f  u  r- 
ther  reducing  the  probability  of  a  group  or  individ- 
ual encountering  another  group  or  individual.  The 
canyons  limit  the  intrusion  of  sights  and  sounds 
from  either  outside  or  within  the  unit.  Locally 
dense  vegetation  in  drainages  further  acts  to 
ennance  solitude  opportunities. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Gibraltar  Mountain  WSA  has  outstanding 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ation. The  canyons  and  lower  ridges  provide  a  vari- 
ety of  hiking  and  equestrian  opportunities  and  the 
mountain  areas  provide  challenging  rock  climb- 


ing routes.  Scenic  views,  desert  wildlife  and  inter- 
esting physical  features  reward  the  visitor. 


Special  Features 

The  area  contains  habitat  for  desert  bighorn 
sheep  and  desert  tortoise.  A  cultural  resource  site 
with  potential  for  inclusion  in  the  National  Reg- 
ister of  Historic  Places  is  located  within  the  area. 


Mineral  Resources 

Gibraltar  Mountain  WSA  lies  within  the  Cienega 
Mining  District,  which  produced  19,000  tons  of 
gold,  copper  and  silver  ores  between  1870  and 
1969  (Keith  et  al.  1983).  Seven  such  deposits 
(copper,  silver  and  gold)  are  present  within  the 
WSA  and  three  of  these  have  had  significant  pro- 
duction and  have  produced  8,970  tons  of  ore.  This 
includes  the  Mammon  District  which  produced 
87,000  pounds  of  copper.  Two  deposits  just  out- 
side the  WSA  boundary  have  also  had  significant 
production  —  one  produced  10,000  ounces  of 
gold  and  the  other  produced  3,000  tons  of  copper 
ore  (Cruver  et  al.  1982). 

One  placer  gold  deposit  with  minor  production 
is  within  the  WSA. 

The  Geology,  Energy  and  Minerals  (GEM) 
assessment  for  the  area  indicates  a  high  potential 
for  metallic  minerals  in  the  extreme  eastern  and 
western  portions  of  the  unit,  and  also  identifies  a 
moderate  potential  for  uranium  in  the  northeast- 
ern portion  of  the  unit  (Cruver  et  al.  1982).  As  of 
November  1 986  there  were  60  mining  claims  in  the 
WSA.  Gold,  copper  and  silver,  for  which  the  unit 
has  high  potential,  are  all  on  the  National  Defense 
Stockpile  Inventory  of  Strategic  and  Critical  Mate- 
rials. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Most  recreation  use  in  the  area  is  motor  vehicle- 
based.  Motorized  recreation  users  enter  the  area 
from  the  perimeter  roads  over  a  two-mile  cherry- 
stemmed  road,  approximately  17  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  several  desert  washes.  This  vehicle 
access  network  provides  the  principal  access  for 
all  motorized  recreation  activities,  including  rock- 
hounding,  small  game  hunting  and  a  low  level  of 
big  game  hunting.  The  western  part  of  the  unit 
receives  the  majority  of  use. 

The  Parker  400  ORV  race  course  runs  along  a 
portion  of  the  southern  boundary,  but  current 
race  management  limits  race-related  recreation 
to  areas  outside  this  unit. 
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Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

The  area  attracts  only  a  few  users  engaging  in 
nonmotorized  recreation  activities.  Recreation 
activities  include  hiking. 


Cultural  Resources 

Cultural  resource  inventories  have  only  been 
conducted  along  the  southern  and  eastern  edges 
of  the  WSA.  There  are  no  recorded  National  Reg- 
ister sites  in  the  area.  Present  inventory  data  indi- 
cates the  WSA  has  moderate  potential  for  addi- 
tional cultural  resources. 

Twenty-nine  sites  have  been  recorded  which 
include  the  following  site  types:  trails,  habitation 
areas,  and  lithic  and  ceramic  scatters.  One  of 
these  sites  is  potentially  eligible  for  the  National 
Register.  An  additional  12  sites  would  be  eligible 
for  the  National  Register  under  a  district  classifi- 
cation. 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Desert  bighorn  sheep  inhabit  an  extensive  area 
in  the  Buckskin  Mountains,  with  the  area  around 
Gibraltar  Mountain  representing  the  southwest- 
ern end  of  the  range.  One  of  the  few  lambing  areas 
for  the  sheep  is  south  of  Gibraltar  Mountain; 
another  is  on  Giers  Mountain,  at  the  north  end  of 
the  WSA.  Within  the  WSA,  23,310  acres  of  crucial 
habitat  may  support  an  estimated  population  of 
0.1  to  0.5  individuals  per  square  mile,  or  3  to  18 
sheep.  (See  Map  3-3A.) 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

The  desert  tortoise  (a  special  status  species, 
Category  2)  is  known  to  inhabit  the  foothills  and 
wash  areas  around  Gibraltar  Mountain,  in  lowden- 
sities  of  fewer  than  20  individuals  per  square  mile. 

The  Gila  monster,  another  special  status  spe- 
cies, Category  2,  may  be  found  in  rocky  foothills 
and  canyons  near  permanent  water  sources.  Pop- 
ulation is  estimated  at  low  densities  of  fewer  than 
ten  individuals  per  square  mile. 

Two  federally  listed  endangered  species,  the 
southern  bald  eagle  and  the  American  peregrine 
falcon,  may  inhabit  rugged  slopes  within  the  WSA 
during  spring  and  fall  migration. 

Table  3-1  summarizes  the  special  status  wildlife 
species  inhabiting  the  Gibraltar  Mountain  WSA. 


Utility  Corridors 

Adesignated  BLM  utility  corridor  (UC-5,  Parker- 
Liberty)  follows  a  250  kV  transmission  line  along 
the  area's  northeastern  boundary  for  approxi- 
mately eight  miles.  This  corridor  extends  one-half 
mile  into  the  WSA. 


PLANET  PEAK 
(AZ-050-13)  -  17,645  Acres 

Wilderness  Values 

Location  and  Boundaries 

Planet  Peak  WSA  is  20  miles  east  of  Parker  in 
La  Paz  County,  Arizona.  The  unit  is  bounded  by 
the  Central  Arizona  Project  canal  and  a  transmis- 
sion line  maintenance  road  on  the  west,  a  gas  pipe- 
line maintenance  road  on  the  southeast,  and  else- 
where by  other  maintained  roads  and  small  areas 
of  public  land  lacking  wilderness  characteristics. 
Three  short  cherrystem  roads  (totaling  approxi- 
mately two  miles)  penetrate  the  area. 

Naturalness 

Planet  Peak  WSA  generally  appears  to  have 
been  affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature, 
with  human  influences  substantially  unnoticea- 
ble.  The  unit  is  a  compact  mass  of  rugged  peaks 
and  ridges,  dominated  by  the  3,141-foot  Planet 
Peak.  Vegetation  is  mostly  a  thin  cover  of  creo- 
sote bush,  along  with  staghorn  cholla,  barrel  cac- 
tus, paloverde,  galleta  grass  and  plantago. 

Evidence  of  human  activity  is  primarily  from 
mining.  Most  mining  operations  are  along  the 
edge  of  the  unit,  with  a  few  scattered  operations 
in  the  unit's  rugged  interior.  The  interior  mining 
consists  principally  of  prospects  with  little  surface 
disturbance.  Some  vehicle  ways  lead  to  these 
mining  prospects.  Nonmining-related  human 
imprints  are  virtually  nonexistent.  Neitherthe  inte- 
rior nor  nearby  exterior  mining  activities  have  a 
serious  impact  on  the  unit's  naturalness. 

Solitude 

The  rugged  mountain  mass  covering  most  of 
the  unit's  interior  offers  outstanding  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  The  interior  peaks  and  ridges 
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afford  considerable  topographic  screening  within 
a  relatively  small  area. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Planet  Peak  has  outstanding  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation.  While  of  rel- 
atively low  elevation,  the  rugged  and  complex  ter- 
rain that  comprises  the  unit's  interior  offers  out- 
standing opportunities  and  challenge  for 
recreation  activitiessuch  as  hiking  and  rock  climb- 
ing. Commanding  views  from  the  interior  ridges 
and  peaks  offer  a  substantial  reward  for  recrea- 
tionists.  Planet  Peak  itself  offers  rock  climbing 
potential. 


Ranch  roads,  which  form  the  unit's  east  bound- 
ary. This  use  is  primarily  near  the  boundaries 
because  of  limited  access  to  the  unit's  interior. 
Some  motorized  recreation  users  enter  the  unit's 
interior  over  three  cherrystem  roads  (totalling 
about  two  miles)  and  over  a  three-mile-long  vehi- 
cle way  leading  to  inactive  mines.  Recreation 
activities  include  rockhounding  and  small  game 
hunting. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

The  area  attracts  only  a  few  users  engaged  in 
nonmotorized  recreation  activities.  Recreation 
activities  include  hiking  and  small  game  hunting. 


Special  Features 

Desert  bighorn  sheep  inhabit  the  WSA. 

Mineral  Resources 

Six  mineral  occurrences  —  including  copper, 
gold,  iron,  manganese  and  uranium  are  located 
within  or  close  to  the  WSA.  One  of  these  occur- 
rences has  produced  several  tons  of  ore.  Two  oth- 
ers are  within  the  metamorphic  core  (Cruver  et  al. 
1982).  The  Mineral  Hill  Mine,  two  miles  north  of 
the  WSA,  has  produced  about  20  million  pounds 
of  copper. 

The  Buckskin  detachment  fault  underlies  the 
WSA.  The  area  underlain  or  near  the  dislocated 
surface  resulting  from  detachment  faulting  is 
favorable  for  mineral  deposits  (Wilkins  and  Heid- 
rick  1982,  Spencer  and  Welty  1986).  Based  upon 
direct  evidence  there  are  areas  within  the  WSA 
that  have  a  high  potential  for  metallic  mineral 
occurrence. 

In  areas  of  chloritic  breccia  (Coney  and  Rey- 
nolds 1980)  and  Tertiary  sediments,  there  is  a 
moderate  potential  for  uranium  occurrences 
(Cruver  et  al.  1982).  The  Arizona  Geological  Sur- 
vey believes  the  south  flank  of  the  WSA  to  also 
have  this  potential. 

As  of  December  1986  there  were  137  mining 
claims  within  the  WSA.  Gold,  copper,  silver  and 
uranium  are  all  on  the  National  Defense  Stockpile 
Inventory  of  Strategic  and  Critical  Materials. 

Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Most  of  the  recreation  use  in  this  area  is  related 
to  vehicle  use  along  the  Mineral  Wash  and  Planet 


Cultural  Resources 

No  cultural  resource  inventories  have  been  con- 
ducted in  the  WSA  and  no  National  Register  sites 
are  recorded  for  the  area.  The  area  is  thought  to 
have  a  moderate  potential  for  additional  cultural 
resource  sites  in  the  higher  elevations  and  a  low 
potential  on  the  surrounding  fans.  Anticipated 
site  types  include  temporary  camps,  rock  align- 
ments and  lithic  scatters. 

It  is  estimated  that  there  is  one  potentially  eli- 
gible National  Register  site  in  the  WSA. 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Buckskin  Mountains  provide  extensive  hab- 
itat for  desert  bighorn  sheep.  Within  the  WSA, 
6,425  acres  of  crucial  habitat  may  support  an  esti- 
mated population  of  .1  to  .5  individuals  per  square 
mile,  or  fewer  than  five  sheep.  (See  Map  3-4A.) 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

Desert  tortoise  may  inhabit  washes  and  foot- 
hills in  low  densities  of  fewer  than  20  per  square 
mile. 

Table  3-1  lists  special  status  wildlife  species 
within  the  WSA. 


Utility  Corridors 

AdesignatedBLM  utility  corridor(UC-5,  Parker- 
Liberty)  follows  a  250  kV  transmission  line  along 
the  area's  southwestern  boundary  for  approxi- 
mately five  miles.  This  corridor  extends  one-half 
mile  into  the  WSA. 
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CACTUS  PLAIN 
(AZ-050-14A/B) 
-  70,360  ACRES 


Wilderness  Values 


eastern  portion  all  serve  to  enhance  opportunities 
for  solitude. 

The  features  which  enhance  solitude  within  the 
unit  also  dissipate  the  impacts  of  outside  sights 
and  sounds.  As  a  result,  features  such  as  highway 
noise,  the  railroad  track  and  powerlines  have  little 
impact  on  the  unit's  solitude  opportunities. 


Location  and  Boundaries 

Cactus  Plain  WSA  is  15  miles  southeast  of 
Parker  in  La  Paz  County,  Arizona.  The  WSA  is 
bounded  by  a  powerline  on  the  west;  a  railroad 
track  on  the  south;  the  Central  Arizona  Project 
canal  on  the  east;  and  elsewhere  by  graded  roads, 
state  and  private  lands  and  public  lands  lacking 
wilderness  characteristics.  One  cherrystem  road 
(extending  approximately  1.5  miles)  penetrates 
the  area  from  the  southeast.  Three  parcels  of  state 
inholdings  (totaling  1 ,740  acres)  are  also  included 
in  the  area. 


Naturalness 

Cactus  Plain  WSA  is  essentially  in  natural  con- 
dition. The  unit  incorporates  the  western  two- 
thirds  of  the  Cactus  Plain,  an  immense  open  area 
of  stabilized  and  partially  stabilized  sand  dunes. 
Vegetative  cover  over  much  of  the  area  is  primar- 
ily creosote  and  galleta  grass  in  association  with 
bursage  and  small  cacti.  The  unit's  eastern  por- 
tion includes  the  densest  vegetation  —  galleta 
grass,  ocotillo,  silver  cholla  and  saguaro. 

The  existing  human  imprints  are  largely  unno- 
ticeable.  Inventoried  imprints  include  minor  sur- 
face disturbance  from  ORV  use  in  the  area  adja- 
cent to  Osborne  Wash  and  along  the 
Parker-Blaisdell  powerline,  5.5  miles  of  fence  and 
associated  vehicle  way,  12.2  miles  of  vehicle 
ways,  and  several  mining  prospects  along  the 
southern  edge.  Livestock  grazing  has  somewhat 
altered  the  types  and  quantity  of  vegetation.  The 
imprints  cover  relatively  small  areas  and  are  effec- 
tively screened  by  the  numerous  dunes. 


Solitude 

Outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  exist 
throughout  the  interior  of  the  WSA.  The  undulat- 
ing stabilized  and  partially  stabilized  sand  dunes 
form  a  network  of  ridges  and  hollows  that  would 
allow  for  a  relatively  high  level  of  visitation  while 
still  providing  solitude.  The  WSA's  large  size,  the 
large  number  of  access  points  (which  facilitate 
dispersed  use),  and  the  dense  vegetation  in  the 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

The  Cactus  Plain  has  outstanding  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation, 
including  backpacking,  hiking,  sightseeing,  pho- 
tography, horseback  riding  and  botanical  and 
wildlife  study.  The  dunes,  with  their  subtle  color 
and  intricate  vegetative  patterns,  offer  outstand- 
ing photographic  and  sightseeing  opportunities. 
The  early  morning  or  late  evening  hours  and  the 
eastern  portion  of  the  unit  provide  the  best  scenic 
and  photographic  opportunities.  The  plant  com- 
munity and  species  diversity  of  the  dunes  and 
interdune  hollows  offer  excellent  botanical  study 
opportunities.  Wildlife  observation  opportunities 
are  also  widely  available. 


Special  Features 

The  Arizona  Natural  Heritage  Program  has  iden- 
tified two  unique  dunescrub  plant  communities 
within  the  Cactus  Plain  WSA.  Hilaria  rigida 
—Ephedra  trifurca—Croton  calif ornicus  dunes- 
crub covers  the  western  portion  of  the  unit  and 
is  characterized  by  widely  scattered  perennial 
plants  and  a  low  species  diversity.  Big  galleta 
grass  (Hilaria  rigida)  is  the  dominant  species,  in 
association  with  creosote  bush,  bursage,  and 
small  cacti.  Hilaria  rigida- mixed  shrub  dunescrub 
covers  the  eastern  portion  of  the  unit.  The  rela- 
tively dense  vegetation  is  dominated  by  big  gal- 
leta grass,  which  occurs  with  several  codominant 
woody  perennials  such  as  blue  paloverde,  foot- 
hills paloverde,  bursage,  buckhorn  cholla,  silver 
cholla  and  ocotillo.  These  species  are  normally 
associated  with  Arizona  Upland  and  Lower  Colo- 
rado communities,  rather  than  dune  communi- 
ties. 

Special  status  wildlife  species  that  are  known 
to  occur  in  the  area  include  the  Mohave  Desert 
fringe-toed  lizard.  Special  status  plant  species 
that  are  known  to  occur  in  the  area  include  wooly 
heads,  sand  flat  milkvetch,  Death  Valley  Mormon 
tea  and  linearleaf  sand  spurge. 

The  Black  Peak  Sand  Dunes,  which  are 
included  in  the  area,  provide  an  outstanding  exam- 
ple of  semiconsolidated  sand  dune  habitats  in  Ari- 
zona. 


175 


S3 


5 


S5 


l 
(I 


H  HIGH    POTENTIAL 

[^  MODERATE    POTENTIAL 

/BOUNDARY    OF 
MINERAL    POTENTIAL 


CACTUS  PLAIN  5-14A/B 


JUNE   1988 


AFFECTED  ENVIRONMENT 


Mineral  Resources 

Metallic  mineralization  has  been  reported  in  the 
northwest  part  of  the  WSA  (Tosdal  1986). 

Two  barium  occurrences  are  in  the  southern 
part  of  the  WSA.  Minor  production  has  been 
reported  from  this  ore  body  of  barite-f luorite  veins 
with  copper  staining  in  a  fractured  Tertiary  agglo- 
merate and  tuff.  They  are  the  northernmost  exten- 
sion of  outcrops  of  the  Plomosa  Mining  District. 

The  Geology,  Energy  and  Minerals  (GEM) 
assessment  for  the  area  classifies  the  extreme 
southern  portion  of  the  WSA,  which  includes  the 
two  barium  deposits,  as  having  moderate  poten- 
tial for  nonmetallic  mineralization.  Uranium  occur- 
rences outside  the  WSA,  along  with  geologic  char- 
acteristics  favorable  for  uranium  within  the  unit, 
indicate  uranium  potential  within  the  WSA,  but 
this  potential  is  estimated  to  be  low.  The  WSA  is 
notfavorableforother  metallic  or  nonmetallic  min- 
erals (Cruver  et  al.  1982). 

U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  studies  conducted  by 
Kreidler  in  1 986  have  concluded  that  the  WSA  con- 
tains no  known  metallic  mineral  resources. 

Preliminary  evaluations  of  mineral  resource 
potential  by  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  have  been 
conducted,  and  areas  within  the  WSA  have  tenta- 
tively been  assigned  a  high  to  moderate  potential 
for  the  occurrence  of  metallic  mineralization  (Tos- 
dal 1987). 

In  December  1986  there  were  17  mining  claims 
in  the  WSA.  Barite  and  fluorite,  both  found  in  the 
WSA,  are  on  the  National  Defense  Stockpile  Inven- 
tory of  Strategic  and  Critical  Materials. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Most  of  the  recreation  use  occurring  in  this  area 
is  vehicle-based.  Motorized  recreation  users 
enter  the  area  from  boundary  roads  on  the  north 
and  west  sides,  and  travel  on  a  1.5-mile  cherry- 
stem  road  in  the  southeast,  12.2  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  in  the  northwest  corner  and  several  short 
desert  washes.  The  interior  is  inaccessible  to  vehi- 
cles and  little  used.  Recreation  activities  include 
short-term  camping,  game  bird  hunting,  rock- 
hounding  and  sightseeing. 

About  50  percent  of  the  area's  motorized  recre- 
ation use  occurs  during  the  annual  Parker  400 
ORV  race.  Spectators  camp  along  the  northern 
boundary  and  enter  this  unit  for  various  recre- 
ation activities. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

The  area  attracts  few  users  engaged  in  nonmot- 
orized recreation  activities.  Recreation  activities 
include  hiking,  sightseeing  and  some  game  bird 
hunting. 


Cultural  Resources 

Limited  cultural  resource  inventories  have  been 
conducted  along  the  northern  and  eastern  edges 
of  this  WSA.  There  are  no  recorded  National  Reg- 
ister sites  in  the  area.  Present  inventory  data  sug- 
gests that  the  WSA  has  a  moderate  potential  for 
cultural  resources. 

Twelve  sites  have  been  recorded,  which  include 
the  following  site  types:  ten  rock  ring  habitation 
sites  and  two  rock  cairns.  It  is  estimated  that  there 
are  two  potentially  eligible  National  Register  sites 
in  the  WSA. 


Native  American  Values 

Black  Peak,  located  partially  within  the  Cactus 
Plain  unit,  is  considered  an  important  area  in  the 
traditional  beliefs  of  the  Colorado  River  Indian 
Tribes  and  the  Fort  Mohave  Tribe. 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

As  listed  on  Table  3-1,  the  three  special  status 
wildlife  species  (Category  2)  on  the  Cactus  Plain 
are  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard 
and  the  flat-tailed  horned  lizard. 


Special  Status  Plants 

The  four  special  status  plant  species  (Category 
2)  known  on  the  Cactus  Plain  include  wooly 
heads,  sand  flat  milkvetch,  Death  Valley  Mormon 
tea  and  linearleaf  sand  spurge.  Cactus  Plain  is  the 
only  known  location  in  Arizona  for  Death  Valley 
Mormon  tea.  Another  special  status  species  that 
may  occur  is  night-blooming  cereus.  This  cactus 
is  associated  with  the  Sonoran  Desertscrub,  or 
creosote-bursage  plant  community,  on  desert 
flats  or  in  washes,  at  400  to  3,500  feet  elevation. 

Table  3-1  lists  the  special  status  plant  species 
in  the  Cactus  Plain  WSA. 
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Utility  Corridors 


A  designated  BLM  utility  corridor  (UC-6B, 
Parker-Blaisdell)  crosses  the  western  end  of  the 
area.  The  segment  of  this  corridor  that  crosses  the 
WSA  is  one  to  two  miles  east  of  the  transmission 
line  along  the  area's  western  boundary,  and 
extends  for  approximately  ten  miles.  Its  width  var- 
ies from  one-half  mile  to  one  mile. 


Land  Exchanges 

A  3,325-acre  area  in  the  southwestern  corner  of 
the  WSA  is  available  for  transfer  to  the  State  of 
Arizona  through  exchange  or  State  Indemnity  Se- 
lection, provided  the  area  is  not  designated  as  wil- 
derness by  Congress. 


SWANSEA 
(AZ-050-15A)  -  41,690  ACRES 

Wilderness  Values 

Location  and  Boundaries 

The  Swansea  WSA  is  25  miles  northeast  of 
Parker  in  La  Paz  and  Mohave  Counties,  Arizona. 
The  unit  is  bounded  by  maintained  roads,  state 
and  private  lands,  and  small  areas  of  public  land 
lacking  wilderness  characteristics.  One  parcel  of 
private  land  (covering  640  acres)  is  included  in  the 
area. 

Naturalness 

The  Swansea  WSA  is  predominantly  natural 
with  human  imprints  largely  unnoticeable.  The 
unit  encompasses  a  short  segment  of  the  Bill  Wil- 
liams River,  along  with  portions  of  the  Buckskin 
Mountains  in  the  south  and  the  Rawhide  Moun- 
tains in  the  north.  A  complex  drainage  system  dis- 
sects the  mountains. 

Vegetation  south  of  the  Bill  Williams  River  is  pri- 
marily creosote  bush  in  association  with  staghorn 
cholla,  barrel  cactus  and  paloverde.  North  of  the 
river,  the  desert  shrub  is  dominated  by  creosote 
bush,  in  association  with  paloverde,  smoketree, 
barrel  cactus,  brittlebush,  catclaw  acacia,  box- 
thorn,  beavertail  cactus  and  ocotillo.  Approxi- 
mately 530  acres  of  riparian  vegetation  grows 
along  the  six  miles  of  river  within  the  WSA.  Mes- 
quite  bosques  and  saltcedar  dominate  the  ripar- 


ian zone,  with  seepwillow,  arrowweed,  willow,  Cot- 
tonwood, tobacco  plant  and  grasses  in  asso- 
ciation. This  vegetation  has  been  affected  by 
flooding,  livestock  grazing  and  invasion  by  exotic 
plants  (i.e.,  saltcedar). 

The  impacts  of  human  activity  within  the  area 
are  primarily  related  to  mining  activity.  The  WSA 
contains  mine  tunnels  and  shafts,  a  retort  oven, 
several  prospects  and  vehicle  ways.  Topographic 
screening  and  the  scattering  of  the  human 
impacts  render  these  artifacts  substantially  unno- 
ticeable. 


Solitude 

The  unit's  expansive  area  and  diverse  terrain 
offer  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude.  The 
six-mile-long  Bill  Williams  River  Canyon  provides 
numerous  secluded  spots.  Elsewhere  the  adjoin- 
ing mountain  areas,  although  lacking  substantial 
vegetative  screening,  still  offer  outstanding  soli- 
tude opportunities.  The  mountain  areas  are  suffi- 
ciently fragmented  by  drainages  to  effectively  dis- 
sipate the  sights,  sounds  and  presence  of  other 
persons  inside  and  outside  the  WSA. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

The  unit's  diverse  terrain  provides  outstanding 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ation. The  Bill  Williams  River  during  periods  of 
water  flow  provides  opportunities  for  unmoto- 
rized  float  trips  using  rafts,  canoes  and  kayaks 
and,  at  other  times,  good  hiking  areas. 

Outside  the  Bill  Williams  River  Canyon,  the 
upland  areas  to  the  north  and  south  offer  oppor- 
tunities for  day  hiking,  photography,  horseback 
riding  and  sightseeing.  The  varied  terrain  pro- 
vides a  diverse  setting  that  ranges  from  rugged 
mountain  areas  to  broad  sand  washes  and  table- 
lands. 


Special  Features 

The  Swansea  WSA  provides  habitat  for  several 
special  status  species,  including  the  desert  tor- 
toise and  Gila  monster.  Prehistoric  and  historic  ar- 
chaeological sites  may  include  the  Swansea 
pumping  station  and  a  retort  oven,  in  addition  to 
at  least  one  identified  prehistoric  site. 


Mineral  Resources 

Eight  mineral  occurrences  are  within  the  WSA 
and  numerous  others  are  close  to  the  boundaries 
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(Cruver  et  al.  1982).  Silver,  manganese,  gold, 
copper  and  iron  are  all  present  in  the  area. 

On  the  western  and  southern  boundaries,  seven 
deposits  lie  at  or  close  to  the  dislocated  surface 
between  metamorphic  core  and  upper  plate  Pre- 
cambrian  gneiss  (Cruver  et  al.  1982).  These  min- 
eralizations have  produced  more  than  350,000 
tons  of  ore  containing  two  to  three  percent  copper 
and  up  to  0.4  ounce  gold.  The  southeast  portion 
of  the  WSA  is  a  part  of  the  greater  Swansea  Mining 
District  which  has  produced  13,000  tons  of 
copper,  33,000  ounces  of  silver  and  500  ounces 
of  gold  (Keith  1 978)  from  upper-plate  marble  brec- 
cias adjacent  to  detachment  faulting  (Spencer 
and  Welty  1986). 

Four  mineralized  deposits  are  along  faults  in 
upper  plate  Precambrian  gneiss  and  Paleozoic 
sediments,  just  outside  of  the  northwest  WSA 
boundary.  Production  from  these  deposits  has 
been  66,000  tons  of  ore  that  grades  from  three  to 
ten  percent  copper  and  0.4  to  1  ounce  gold 
(Cruver  1982).  In  the  Rawhide  Mountains  portion 
of  the  WSA,  south  of  Black  Mesa,  manganese 
deposits  are  reported.  The  Planet  Peak  Placers 
(Santa  Maria)  lie  in  the  south  central  part  of  the 
WSA.  This  area  has  produced  120  ounces  of  gold. 

The  Geology,  Energy,  and  Minerals  (GEM) 
assessment  for  the  area  identifies  a  high  potential 
for  metallic  mineralization  in  a  zone  running 
along  the  WSA's  southern  and  western  bounda- 
ries. The  GEM  assessment  also  identifies  a  mod- 
erate potential  for  metallic  mineralization  in  a 
zone  that  bisects  the  WSA  near  the  east  center  of 
the  unit  (Cruver  etal.  1982).  As  of  December  1986, 
there  were  90  mining  claims  in  the  area.  All  of  the 
metallic  minerals  known  to  be  present  in  the  unit 
are  on  the  National  Defense  Stockpile  Inventory 
of  Strategic  and  Critical  Materials. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Most  recreation  use  in  the  area  is  vehicle- 
based.  Motorized  recreation  users  enter  the  area 
from  boundary  roads  over  approximately  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  several  desert  washes. 
There  is  some  concentration  of  users  in  the  trib- 
utary washes  on  the  south  side  of  the  Bill  Williams 
River.  Recreation  activities  include  small  game 
hunting,  trapping,  short-term  camping,  sightsee- 
ing and  rockhounding  near  vehicle  access  routes. 

The  SCORE  Parker  400  ORV  race  runs  along 
1V4  miles  of  the  WSA's  southern  boundary,  but 
contributes  no  additional  motorized  recreation 
use  in  the  unit. 


N  on  motorized  Recreation  Use 

The  area  attracts  only  a  few  users  engaged  in 
nonmotorized  recreation  activities.  Recreation 
activities  include  hiking  and  sightseeing. 


Cultural  Resources 

Cultural  resource  inventories  have  not  been 
conducted  in  the  WSA.  Spot  checks  of  historic 
sites  have  been  made  and  archaeological  sites 
have  been  reported,  but  these  have  been  few  in 
number.  No  National  Register  sites  are  recorded 
for  the  area.  The  area  is  judged  to  have  high  poten- 
tial for  cultural  sites  along  the  Bill  Williams  River, 
which  bisects  the  WSA,  and  moderate  to  low 
potential  away  from  the  river.  Anticipated  site 
types  include:  trails,  petroglyph  locales,  lithicscat- 
ters,  rock  alignments  and  habitation  sites. 

Recorded  sites  include  two  historic  mining  fea- 
tures and  a  prehistoric  rock  ring-pit  site  overlook- 
ing the  Bill  Williams  River.  The  two  historic  site 
features  are  presently  not  eligible  for  the  National 
Register.  The  prehistoric  rock  ring-pit  site  is 
potentially  eligible  for  the  National  Register,  and 
it  is  estimated  that  there  may  be  nine  other  poten- 
tially eligible  sites  in  the  WSA. 


Crucial  Wildlife  and  Riparian 
Habitats 

Desert  bighorn  sheep  live  along  rocky  slopes  in 
the  northern  and  southeastern  portions  of  the 
WSA,  and  may  occasionally  use  the  upper  half  of 
the  unit  during  winter.  Approximately  21,540 
acres  of  crucial  habitat  are  included  in  the  WSA. 
(See  Map  3-6A.) 

The  Bill  Williams  River  bisects  the  unit,  provid- 
ing 530  acres  of  riparian  habitat. 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

A  systematic  inventory  of  wildlife  has  been  per- 
formed in  the  area  for  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster,  both  special  status  species,  Category  2. 
Desert  tortoise  inhabit  washes  and  foothills  in  low 
densities  of  fewer  than  20  individuals  per  square 
mile,  while  Gila  monsters  live  in  rocky  foothills 
and  canyons  near  permanent  water  sources  in 
low  densities  fewer  than  ten  individuals  per 
square  mile. 
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The  Bill  Williams  River  provides  prime  habitat 
for  numerous  species,  some  of  which  are  state- 
listed  or  of  special  concern  in  Arizona.  These  spe- 
cies include  white-faced  ibis,  Western  yellow- 
billed  cuckoo  and  Swainson's  hawk. 

All  referenced  special  status  wildlife  species  are 
listed  on  Table  3-1. 


Utility  Corridors 

A  BLM  utility  corridor  (designated  by  the  Phoe- 
nix District  in  the  Hualapai-Aquarius  Manage- 
ment Framework  Plan)  follows  the  gas  pipeline 
along  the  area's  northeastern  boundary  for 
approximately  seven  miles.  This  corridor  extends 
one  mile  into  the  WSA. 


EAST  CACTUS  PLAIN 
(AZ-050-17)  -  13,735  ACRES 

Wilderness  Values 


Solitude 

Despite  its  relatively  small  size,  the  unit  offers 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude.  The  well 
developed  dune  system  with  its  relatively  dense 
vegetative  cover  effectively  screens  out  the 
sights,  sounds  and  presence  of  other  people  in 
the  WSA,  providing  secluded  spots  throughout 
much  of  the  WSA.  Visitation  is  also  dispersed 
through  the  unit  by  the  multiple  access  points  off 
the  perimeter  roads.  The  area  can  absorb  many 
human  visitors  simultaneously  and  still  provide 
outstanding  solitude  opportunities. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

The  East  Cactus  Plain  WSA  has  outstanding 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ation. Recreationists  can  find  excellent  setting  op- 
portunities for  hiking,  horseback  riding,  nature 
study,  sightseeing  and  photography.  Back- 
packers also  have  many  opportunities  but  must 
carry  their  own  water.  Aesthetic  experiences  are 
best  in  the  early  morning  and  late  evening  hours, 
when  the  low  light  angles  enhance  the  dune  fea- 
tures and  the  pinkish  colors. 


Location  and  Boundaries 

The  East  Cactus  Plain  WSA  is  25  miles  south- 
east of  Parker  in  La  Paz  County,  Arizona.  The  unit 
is  bounded  by  graded  roads,  the  Central  Arizona 
Project  canal,  state  lands  and  public  lands  lacking 
wilderness  characteristics.  The  west  boundary  is 
the  Central  Arizona  Project  canal.  The  southeast 
boundary  is  the  old  Swansea  Road,  and  the 
Rankin-Lincoln  Road  and  Midway-Wenden  Road. 
The  eastern  edge  of  the  WSA  is  bordered  by  a  250 
kV  transmission  line.  One  parcel  of  state  land  (cov- 
ering 640  acres)  is  included  in  the  area. 


Naturalness 

The  East  Cactus  Plain  WSA  generally  appears 
to  be  natural.  This  unit  is  part  of  the  Cactus  Plain, 
and  consists  of  rolling  sand  dunes  alternating 
with  sand-free  hollows.  Vegetation  consists  pri- 
marily of  a  dense  cover  of  galleta  grass,  ocotillo, 
silver  cholla  and  saguaro. 

Human  imprints  are  present  only  in  a  few  places 
around  the  perimeter.  These  imprints  include  off- 
road  vehicle  tracks  along  the  north  and  northeast 
boundaries,  an  abandoned  railroad  grade  along 
the  southeastern  boundary,  an  abandoned  Parker 
400  race  route  at  the  northern  end  and  a  corral 
and  water  tank  about  midway  along  the  northeast 
boundary.  None  of  these  imprints  are  substan- 
tially noticeable. 


Special  Features 

The  East  Cactus  Plain  WSA  contains  Hilaria 
rigida-mixed  shrub  dunescrub,  which  has  been 
identified  as  a  unique  plant  community  by  the  Ar- 
izona Natural  Heritage  Program.  The  relatively 
dense  vegetation  is  dominated  by  big  galleta 
grass,  which  occurs  with  several  codominant 
woody  perennials  such  as  blue  paloverde,  foot- 
hills paloverde,  ironwood,  buckhorn  cholla,  silver 
cholla,  white  bursage  and  ocotillo.  These  species 
are  normally  associated  with  Arizona  Upland  and 
Lower  Colorado  plant  communities,  rather  than 
dune  communities. 

Special  status  wildlife  species  that  are  known 
to  occur  in  the  area  include  the  Mohave  Desert 
fringe-toed  lizard.  Special  status  plant  species 
that  are  known  to  occur  in  the  area  include  wooly 
heads,  sand  flat  milkvetch,  Death  Valley  Mormon 
tea  and  linearleaf  sand  spurge. 

The  Bouse  Sand  Dunes,  which  are  included  in 
the  area,  provide  an  outstanding  example  of  con- 
solidated sand  dune  habitats  in  Arizona. 


Mineral  Resources 

There  are  no  reported  economic  minerals  in  the 
East  Cactus  Plain  WSA.  The  Geology,  Energy  and 
Minerals  (GEM)  assessment  for  the  area  classi- 
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tied  the  eastern  portion  of  the  WSA  as  having  mod- 
erate potential  from  metallic  mineralization 
because  there  are  two  deposits  with  minor 
recorded  production  of  copper,  silver  and  gold 
near  the  eastern  boundary  of  the  WSA.  These  de- 
posits are  within  the  Midway  Mining  District.  The 
Swansea  Mining  District  is  approximately  five 
miles  northeast  of  the  WSA  and  has  produced 
1 3,230  tons  of  copper,  33,000  ounces  of  silver,  and 
500  ounces  of  gold  (Keith  et  al.  1983). 

The  GEM  assessment  classified  the  WSA  as  hav- 
ing a  low  potential  for  uranium  mineralization 
because  of  nearby  uranium  occurrences  and 
other  favorable  geologic  characteristics.  The 
favorabilityforothermetallicandnonmetallic  min- 
erals is  low  (Cruver  et  al.  1982).  The  U.S.  Geolog- 
ical Survey  has  tentatively  recommended  a  mod- 
erate potential  for  minerals. 

As  of  December  1986  there  were  six  mining 
claims  in  the  unit. 

No  minerals  on  the  National  Defense  Stockpile 
Inventory  of  Strategic  and  Critical  Materials  are 
reported  in  the  WSA,  but  copper,  silver  and  gold 
are  present  nearby. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

The  area  attracts  some  users  engaged  in  non- 
motorized  recreation  activities,  such  as  hiking, 
sightseeing  and  small  game  hunting.  These  users 
are  mostly  dispersed  within  a  narrow  band, 
approximately  one-half  mile  in  width,  adjoining 
the  boundary  roads  surrounding  the  unit  except 
for  the  three  miles  bordering  the  Central  Arizona 
Project  canal. 


Cultural  Resources 

No  cultural  resource  inventories  have  been  con- 
ducted in  the  WSA  and  no  National  Register  sites 
are  recorded  for  the  area.  The  area  is  thought  to 
have  moderate  potential  for  cultural  resources. 
Anticipated  site  types  include  lithic  scatters  and 
temporary  camps. 

It  is  estimated  that  there  are  two  potentially  eli- 
gible National  Register  sites  in  the  area. 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

Two  special  status  species,  Category  2,  are 
found  on  the  Cactus  Plain  (see  Table  3-1)  —  the 
Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  the  flat-tailed 
horned  lizard. 


Special  Status  Plants 

Five  special  status  plant  species  are  found  in 
the  area  (see  Table  3-1),  including  wooly  heads, 
sand  flat  milkvetch,  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea  and 
linearleaf  sand  spurge.  In  addition,  suitable  hab- 
itat exists  for  the  night-blooming  cereus. 


Utility  Corridors 

AdesignatedBLM  utility  corridor  (UC-5,  Parker- 
Liberty)  follows  the  250  kV  transmission  line 
along  the  area's  eastern  boundary  for  approxi- 
mately five  miles.  This  corridor  extends  one-half 
mile  into  the  WSA. 


BIG  MARIA  MOUNTAINS 

NORTHERN  ADDITION 

(AZ-050-18)  -  415  ACRES 

Wilderness  Values 

Location  and  Boundaries 

The  Big  Maria  Mountains  Northern  Addition 
WSA  is  29  miles  north  of  Blythe  in  Riverside 
County,  California.  The  area  is  contiguous  with 
a  wilderness  study  area  in  the  California  Desert 
Conservation  Area  along  its  western  and  northern 
boundaries,  the  Big  Maria  Mountains  Wilderness 
Study  Area  (CDCA-321) (recommended  not  suit- 
able). Elsewhere,  the  area  is  bounded  by  the  Col- 
orado River  Indian  Reservation,  maintained  roads 
and  private  land. 

Naturalness 

The  Big  Maria  Mountains  Northern  Addition 
WSA  appears  generally  natural,  with  human  influ- 
ences substantially  unnoticeable.  The  area 
embraces  a  small  section  of  an  extensive  bajada 
sloping  eastward  from  the  Riverside  Mountains  to 
the  Colorado  River.  The  slopes  are  mostly  cov- 
ered by  desert  pavement  and  dissected  by 
washes.  Vegetation  is  mostly  ironwood  and  is  con- 
fined to  the  washes. 

Human  imprints  in  the  area  are  present  only  in 
the  form  of  one  vehicle  way  that  crosses  its  south- 
ern end,  and  extends  on  into  the  contiguous  wil- 
derness study  area.  The  route  is  not  substantially 
noticeable. 
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Solitude 

This  area  offers  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  only  when  considered  as  an  integral  part 
of  the  contiguous  Big  Maria  Mountains  Wilder- 
ness Study  Area  (CDCA-321). 


Primitive  and  Unconfinec  Recreation 

This  area  offers  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  types  of  recreation  when  considered 
as  an  integral  part  of  the  contiguous  Big  Maria 
Mountains  WSA  (CDCA-321). 


Special  Features 

Foxtail  cactus,  a  special  status  plant  species, 
may  be  found  within  the  WSA. 


Special  Status  Plants 

Barrel  cactus  (Ferocactusacanthodesvar.acan- 
thodes),  a  federal  candidate  plant  for  threatened 
or  endangered  species  status,  is  known  to  grow 
in  the  WSA.  Foxtail  cactus,  another  federal  candi- 
date species,  may  also  grow  in  the  WSA— the  hab- 
itat is  suitable,  and  it  is  found  in  the  same  moun- 
tain range  15  miles  to  the  south. 


BIG  MARIA  MOUNTAINS 

SOUTHERN  ADDITION 

(AZ-050-19)  -  1,420  ACRES 

Wilderness  Values 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Motorized  recreation  use  within  the  WSA  is  lim- 
ited to  access  along  a  0.2-mile  vehicle  way  cross- 
ing the  southwest  corner  of  the  area.  Recreation 
activities  include  small  game  hunting  and  rock- 
hounding. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

A  limited  number  of  nonmotorized  recreation 
users  are  attracted  to  the  area.  Recreation  activ- 
ities include  day  hiking  and  small  game  hunting. 


Cultural  Resources 

No  cultural  resource  inventories  have  been  con- 
ducted in  the  WSA  and  no  National  Register  sites 
are  recorded  for  the  area.  The  area  is  believed  to 
have  low  to  moderate  potential  for  cultural 
resources.  Anticipated  site  types  include  trails, 
lithic  scatters,  quarries,  ceramic  scatters,  habita- 
tion sites  (rock  rings  and  cleared  circles)  and  pos- 
sibly geoglyphs. 

It  is  estimated  that  there  is  one  potentially  eli- 
gible National  Register  site  in  the  area. 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

The  Big  Maria  Mountains  Northern  Addition 
WSA  contains  suitable  habitatforfourspecial  sta- 
tus wildlife  species  (see  Table  3-1). 


Location  and  Boundaries 

The  Big  Maria  Mountains  Southern  Addition 
WSA  is  12  miles  north  of  Blythe  in  Riverside 
County,  California.  The  area  is  contiguous  with 
a  wilderness  study  area  in  the  California  Desert 
Conservation  Area  along  its  western  boundary, 
the  Big  Maria  Mountains  Wilderness  Study  Area 
(CDCA-321)  (not  recommended  suitable).  Else- 
where it  is  bounded  by  maintained  roads,  the  Col- 
orado River  Indian  Reservation  and  private  lands. 
One  cherrystem  road  (extending  approximately 
one  mile)  penetrates  the  area  from  the  east. 


Naturalness 

The  Big  Maria  Mountains  Southern  Addition 
WSA  generally  appears  to  have  been  affected  pri- 
marily by  the  forces  of  nature  with  human  influ- 
ences substantially  unnoticeable.  The  topogra- 
phy of  the  area  is  relatively  rugged,  with  deeply 
cut  washes.  Numerous  finger  ridges  and  small 
spires  and  buttes  are  scattered  throughout  the 
area.  The  vegetation  is  varied  but  is  primarily  creo- 
soteand  bursage,  with  profuse paloverdeand  iron- 
wood  in  some  washes. 

The  only  evidence  of  human  activity  is  a  vehicle 
way  that  extends  approximately  VA  miles  across 
the  area  and  a  network  of  three  short  vehicle  ways 
that  penetrate  the  area  at  its  eastern  boundary. 
These  imprints  do  not  appear  to  be  substantially 
noticeable,  however. 
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Solitude 

This  area  offers  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  only  when  considered  as  an  integral  part 
of  the  contiguous  Big  Maria  Mountains  Wilder- 
ness Study  Area  (CDCA-321). 


Primitive  and  Unconfirmed  Recreation 

This  area  offers  outstanding  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  only  when 
considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  contiguous 
Big  Maria  Mountains  Wilderness  Study  Area 
(CDCA-321). 


Special  Features 

The  WSA  includes  known  habitat  forfoxtail  cac- 
tus and  barrel  cactus,  both  of  which  are  special 
status  plant  species.  It  also  includes  desert  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  and  a  number  of  National  Reg- 
ister quality  cultural  resource  sites. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Most  of  the  recreation  use  in  this  area  is  pres- 
ently vehicle-based.  Motorized  recreation  users 
enter  the  WSA  from  boundary  roads  over  one  mile 
of  cherrystemmed  road  and  approximately  2.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways.  Recreation  activities 
include  small  game  hunting  and  rockhounding. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

The  area  attracts  some  users  engaged  in  non- 
motorized  recreation  activities.  Recreation  activi- 
ties include  day  hiking  and  small  game  hunting. 
In  addition,  casual  exploration  of  the  WSA's  cul- 
tural resources  occurs  in  small  amounts  in  asso- 
ciation with  visitation  at  intaglio  sites  just  north 
of  the  WSA. 


Cultural  Resources 

Limited  cultural  resource  inventory  has 
occurred  in  this  WSA,  and  a  total  of  29  sites  have 
been  recorded.  Site  types  recorded  include  trails, 
lithic  quarries  and  scatters,  ceramic  scatters,  hab- 
itation sites,  petroglyphs  and  geoglyphs.  Of  these 
recorded  sites,  seven  sites  (two  petroglyph  sites 
and  five  geoglyph  sites)  are  considered  eligible 
for  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places.  In 


addition,  seven  other  sites  (all  habitation  areas) 
are  potentially  eligible  for  the  National  Register 
but  have  not  been  fully  evaluated  at  present.  The 
remaining  13  sites  are  not  considered  eligible  for 
the  National  Register  on  an  individual  basis,  but 
could  be  included  in  a  future  archaeological  dis- 
trict designation.  Presently,  the  five  geoglyph 
sites  are  considered  eligible  for  the  National  Reg- 
ister under  an  existing  geoglyph  theme  nomina- 
tion format  submitted  to  the  National  Register  for 
consideration. 

Other  National  Register  sites  of  the  same  types 
as  above  are  expected  in  uninventoried  areas.  The 
river  terrace  areas  of  this  WSA  have  an  extremely 
high  cultural  resource  potential,  while  the  moun- 
tain slopes  have  a  moderate  potential  for  the  pres- 
ence of  sites. 

The  entire  WSA  is  within  the  Big  Marias  Area 
of  Critical  Environmental  Concern  (ACEC), 
which  was  established  in  the  Yuma  District  RMP 
to  protect  outstanding  cultural  resources. 


Native  American  Values 

The  Big  Maria  Mountains  Southern  Addition 
WSA  is  part  of  the  larger  Big  Maria  Mountains 
area,  all  of  which  is  generally  considered  impor- 
tant in  the  traditional  beliefs  of  the  Mohave  and 
Quechan  Indian  Tribes.  In  addition,  each  of  the 
several  sites  known  in  this  WSA  are  individually 
considered  important.  Of  these  sites,  the  one 
known  as  the  Black  Point  geoglyph  site,  which  is 
partially  located  within  this  WSA,  is  known  to  be 
among  the  most  important  of  all  Native  American 
sites  within  the  Yuma  District. 

Beyond  the  known  sites,  no  specific  areas  of  tra- 
ditional sensitivity  have  been  identified  within  the 
WSA. 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Big  Maria  Mountains  Southern  Addition 
WSA  includes  approximately  1,420  acres  of  cru- 
cial desert  bighorn  sheep  habitat  along  the  south- 
eastern end  of  the  Big  Maria  Mountains.  No  pop- 
ulation estimate  for  the  bighorn  sheep  in  this  area 
is  available. 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

The  Big  Maria  Mountains  Southern  Addition 
WSA  includes  suitable  habitat  for  five  special  sta- 
tus wildlife  species  (see  Table  3-1). 
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Special  Status  Plants 

Foxtail  cactus  and  barrel  cactus  (Ferocactus 
acanthodes  var.  acanthodes)  both  grow  within 
the  WSA.  The  habitat  within  the  WSA  is  suitable 
for  Wiggins'  cholla  and  it  is  likely  to  grow  there. 
All  three  of  these  cacti  are  federal  candidates  for 
threatened  or  endangered  species  status. 


SOUTH  TRIGO  MOUNTAINS 
(AZ-050-23A)  -  4,500  ACRES 


Solitude 

The  area  offers  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  only  when  considered  as  an  integral  part 
of  Unit  5  of  the  proposed  Imperial  Wilderness. 

When  considered  with  the  proposed  wilderness 
unit  in  the  Imperial  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  the 
area  covers  approximately  7,000  acres.  While  this 
resulting  area  is  still  of  relatively  small  size,  the 
extensive  drainages  and  rugged  intervening 
ridges  provide  exceptional  topographic  screen- 
ing that  greatly  enhances  the  user's  ability  to  find 
a  secluded  spot.  As  such,  the  area  is  considered 
to  offer  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude. 


Wilderness  Values 


Location  and  Boundaries 

The  South  Trigo  Mountains  WSA  is  in  the  south- 
ern end  of  the  Trigo  Mountains,  about  20  miles 
north  of  Yuma  in  La  Paz  County,  Arizona.  Else- 
where the  area  is  bounded  by  maintained  roads, 
state  and  private  land,  and  areas  of  public  land 
lacking  wilderness  characteristics. 

The  area's  southern  boundary  is  contiguous 
with  Unit  5  of  the  proposed  Imperial  National  Wild- 
life Refuge  Wilderness  Area.  Elsewhere,  the  area 
is  bounded  by  maintained  roads,  state  and  private 
land,  and  areas  of  public  land  lacking  wilderness 
characteristics. 


Naturalness 

The  South  Trigo  Mountains  WSA  generally 
appears  to  have  been  affected  primarily  by  the 
forces  of  nature,  with  human  influences  substan- 
tially unnoticeable.  The  area's  topography  is  char- 
acterized by  sawtooth  ridges  and  steep-sided  can- 
yons.  It  is  heavily  dissected  by  washes,  including 
portions  of  the  Black  Rock  Wash.  The  vegetative 
cover  varies  with  the  topography  but  is  primarily 
those  species  characteristic  of  the  Lower  Sono- 
ran  Life  Zone  —  creosote,  paloverde,  ironwood, 
with  some  saguaro,  ocotillo,  beavertail,  cholla 
and  barrel  cactus. 

Human  imprints  in  the  area  are  present  only  in 
the  form  of  a  series  of  prospects.  The  prospects 
are  reached  by  a  system  of  vehicle  ways,  totaling 
approximately  one  mile  in  length,  extending 
down  Black  Rock  Wash  from  the  Red  Cloud  Mine 
road  to  the  north. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

The  area  could  offer  outstanding  opportunities 
for  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type  of  recreation 
only  when  considered  as  an  integral  part  of  Unit 
5  of  the  proposed  Imperial  Wilderness. 

When  considered  with  the  proposed  wilderness 
unit  in  the  Imperial  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  the 
network  of  drainages  in  the  resulting  7,000-acre 
area  appears  particularly  attractive  for  recreation 
activities  involving  foot  travel.  Primitive  camping 
opportunities  exist  in  the  area,  as  some  secluded 
campsites  are  available.  The  complex  topo- 
graphic patterns  also  make  the  area  attractive  for 
related  primitive  recreation  activities  such  as  pho- 
tography and  sightseeing.  Assuch,  the  area  is  con- 
sidered to  offer  outstanding  opportunities  for  a 
primitive  and  unconfined  type  of  recreation. 


Special  Features 

The  WSA  includes  crucial  habitat  for  the  desert 
bighorn  sheep.  It  also  includes  habitat  for  night- 
blooming  cereus,  a  special  status  plant  species. 


Mineral  Resources 

Most  of  the  mineralization  is  in  the  Laramide 
intrusive  rock  and  volcanic  rock  contact,  and  sub- 
sequent upperplate  mineralization.  It  is  concen- 
trated along  normal  faults  in  open  space  fillings, 
indicating  a  structural  control  for  the  ore-forming 
solutions  (Garner  1982  in  Cruver  et  al.  1982).  Ore 
minerals  are  usually  argentiferous  galena,  lead 
oxides,  lead  sulfides  and  carbonates  of  both  lead 
and  zinc  (Wilson  1933  and  Parker  1966  in  Cruver 
et  al.  1982). 
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The  South  Trigo  Mountains  WSA  lies  within  the 
Silver  and  Eureka  Mining  Districts,  which 
between  1880  and  1951  produced  more  than 
52,000  tons  of  ores  containing  1,500  tons  of  lead, 
1.6  million  ounces  of  silver,  and  900  ounces  of 
gold  (Keith  et  al.  1983).  The  Red  Cloud  Mine, 
which  lies  just  outside  the  WSA  boundary,  pro- 
duced more  than  21 ,000  tons  of  silver  and  lead  ore 
(Keith  1978).  The  Papago  Mine,  within  the  WSA, 
also  produced  significant  amounts  of  silver  ore. 
Currently,  exploration  drilling  is  being  done  out- 
side the  WSA  and  minable  ore  reserves  have  been 
delineated.  Other  occurrences  of  silver,  tungsten, 
barium,  zinc,  fluorite,  vanadium  and  lead  are  pre- 
sent in  or  near  the  WSA.  On  the  basis  of  these 
occurrences  and  recorded  past  production,  the 
Geology,  Energy  and  Minerals  (GEM)  assess- 
ment completed  to  the  area  classifies  the  entire 
WSA  as  having  high  potential  for  metallic  miner- 
alization (Cruver  et  al.  1982). 

As  of  December  1987,  there  were  57  mining 
claims  within  the  unit.  Silver,  lead,  tungsten  and 
zinc,  all  of  which  are  found  in  the  WSA,  are  on 
the  National  Defense  Stockpile  Inventory  of  Stra- 
tegic and  Critical  Materials  (Cruver  et  al.  1982). 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Most  of  the  recreation  use  in  this  area  is  vehicle- 
based,  and  is  concentrated  in  the  area's  canyons 
and  washes.  Motorized  recreation  users  enter  the 
area  over  its  1 .5  miles  of  vehicle  ways.  Recreation 
activities  includesmall  game  hunting,  rockhound- 
ing  and  recreational  mining. 

Rockhounding  and  recreational  mining  take 
place  in  the  WSA  primarily  along  the  Red  Cloud 
Wash  Road. 


It  is  estimated  that  there  is  one  potentially  eli 
gible  National  Register  site  in  the  area. 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  South  Trigo  Mountains  WSA  includes 
4,500  acres  of  crucial  desert  bighorn  sheep  hab- 
itat at  the  south  end  of  the  Trigo  Mountains.  The 
estimated  bighorn  sheep  population  for  this  area 
is  4-6  sheep. 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

This  WSA  is  part  of  a  large  remote  area  which 
may  provide  a  prey  base  large  enough  to  support 
a  small  mountain  lion  population.  Unconfirmed 
sightingsof  mountain  lions  within  the  Trigo  Moun- 
tains exist,  but  they  are  sporadic  and  do  not  con- 
firm the  existence  of  a  permanent  population. 

This  WSA  has  suitable  habitat  for  four  other 
special  status  wildlife  species  (see  Table  3-1). 


Special  Status  Plants 

The  South  Trigo  Mountains  WSA  contains  hab- 
itat that  is  suitable  for  the  night-blooming  cereus, 
a  federal  candidate  species  for  threatened  or  en- 
dangered species  status. 


TRIGO  MOUNTAINS 
(AZ-050-23B)  -  36,870  ACRES 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 


Wilderness  Values 


The  area  attracts  some  users  engaged  in  non- 
motorized  recreation  activities.  Recreation  activi- 
ties consist  mostly  of  horseback  riding. 


Cultural  Resources 

No  cultural  resource  inventories  have  been  con- 
ducted in  the  WSA  and  no  National  Register  sites 
are  recorded  for  the  area.  The  area  is  believed  to 
have  low  to  moderate  potential  for  cultural 
resources.  Anticipated  site  types  include  trails, 
lithic  scatters,  quarries,  petroglyphs,  temporary 
habitation  areas  and  remains  of  historic  mining 
activities. 


Location  and  Boundaries 

The  Trigo  Mountains  WSA  is  25  miles  north  of 
Yuma  in  La  Paz  County,  Arizona. 

The  area  is  bounded  by  the  Yuma  Proving 
Ground,  Imperial  and  Cibola  National  Wildlife  Ref- 
uges, maintained  roads,  state  and  private  land, 
and  areas  of  public  land  lacking  wilderness  char- 
acteristics. Three  cherrystem  roads  (totaling  less 
than  one  mile)  penetrate  the  area's  southeast 
corner.  Two  parcels  of  state  inholdings  (totaling 
80  acres)  and  one  parcel  of  private  land  (covering 
20  acres)  are  included  in  the  area.  One  small 
inholding  of  public  land  lacking  wilderness  char- 
acteristics is  also  included  in  the  area. 
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Contiguous  lands  within  the  Imperial  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  along  the  area's  southern  and 
western  boundaries  are  within  Units  3  and  4  of  the 
proposed  Imperial  Wilderness. 


Naturalness 

The  Trigo  Mountains  WSA  generally  appears  to 
have  been  affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of 
nature  with  human  influences  substantially  unno- 
ticeable.  The  topography  over  most  of  the  area  is 
characterized  by  sawtooth  ridges  and  steep-sided 
canyons.  The  area  is  heavily  dissected  by  washes. 
The  vegetative  cover  varies  with  the  topography, 
but  is  primarily  those  species  characteristic  of  the 
Lower  Sonoran  Life  Zone.  Creosote,  paloverde, 
ironwood,  saguaro,  ocotillo,  beavertail,  cholla 
and  barrel  cactus  grow  throughout  the  area. 

Most  of  this  WSA  is  in  essentially  natural  con- 
dition. However,  a  number  of  human  imprints 
associated  with  past  mining  activity  may  be  found 
in  the  area.  Imprints  of  past  mining  include  iso- 
lated prospects  in  the  northeast  quarter  of  the 
WSA,  four  concentrated  areas  of  past  mining  near 
the  area's  eastern  boundary,  prospects  in  the 
southeast  corner  of  the  WSA,  an  area  of  about  80 
acres  in  the  center  of  the  WSA  containing  numer- 
ous shafts,  tunnels  and  graded  access  ways,  and 
a  ten-acre  area  in  the  center  of  the  WSA  con- 
taining tunnels  and  shafts.  These  imprints  are 
effectively  dispersed  and  screened  by  the  area's 
complex  terrain. 

Vehicle  ways  for  access  to  the  old  mining  sites 
total  approximately  25  miles  in  length.  The  routes 
are  mainly  located  in  washes  (Clip  Wash,  Lopez 
Wash,  Hart  Mine  Wash).  Overall,  these  vehicle 
ways  do  not  noticeably  detract  from  the  WSA's 
naturalness  because  of  revegetation,  where  natu- 
ral conditions  are  restored  quickly  and  naturally, 
and  the  screening  provided  by  the  WSA's  com- 
plex topography. 


Solitude 

Outstanding  opportunities  forsolitude  are  avail- 
able throughout  the  area.  The  complex  topo- 
graphic and  vegetational  patterns  of  its  vast  inte- 
rior make  it  possible  for  a  person  to  readily  avoid 
the  sights,  sounds  and  evidence  of  other  people 
almost  anywhere  within  its  boundaries. 

The  extensive  drainages  and  rugged  interven- 
ing ridges  of  the  area's  interior  provide  excep- 
tional topographic  screening  and  greatly 
enhance  the  user'sability  to  find  a  secluded  camp- 
site. 


Significantvegetativescreeningisgenerally  lim- 
ited to  the  lower  reaches  of  the  major  washes.  Al- 
though these  areas  comprise  only  about  15  per- 
cent of  the  total  acreage,  they  are  along  the 
western  and  southern  edges  of  the  area  away 
from  the  mountainous  core.  Consequently,  they 
virtually  extend  the  area  in  which  the  user  may 
find  a  secluded  spot  to  the  boundaries. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

The  area  also  offers  outstanding  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  types  of  recreation. 

The  interior  drainages  appear  particularly 
attractive  for  recreation  activities  involving  foot  or 
horseback  travel.  Hiking  opportunities  are  excel- 
lent, with  endless  combinations  of  trips  possible. 
Horseback  travel  is  feasible  in  many  of  the  larger 
drainages  as  well.  Primitive  camping  opportuni- 
ties exist  throughout  the  area,  as  secluded  spots 
for  campsites  are  readily  available. 

The  complex  topographic  and  vegetation  pat- 
terns that  characterize  much  of  the  area's  interior 
also  make  the  area  attractive  for  related  primitive 
recreation  activities,  such  as  photography,  nature 
study  and  sightseeing. 


Special  Features 

The  WSA  includes  crucial  habitat  for  the  desert 
bighorn  sheep.  It  also  includes  habitat  for  night- 
blooming  cereus,  a  special  status  plant  species. 


Mineral  Resources 

The  Trigo  Mountains  WSA  encompasses  por- 
tions of  the  Trigo  and  Silver  Mining  Districts.  The 
Trigo  District  produced  an  estimated  35,000  tons 
of  manganese  ores  during  the  1950s.  Approxi- 
mately 40  percent  of  these  ores  came  from  mines 
within  the  WSA.  In  the  northern  portion  of  this  dis- 
trict and  WSA,  goldbearing  veins  occur  in  Meso- 
zoic  schist  which  is  intruded  by  granite  porphyry. 
Two  of  these  quartz  vein  swarms  are  in  the  north- 
ern part  of  the  WSA,  but  neither  has  any  reported 
production.  The  Trigo  gold  placers,  with  a  re- 
ported production  of  less  than  10,000  ounces  of 
gold,  overlap  the  northern  part  of  the  WSA.  The 
southern  part  of  the  district  is  dominated  by  man- 
ganese mineralization  which  is  locally  enriched  in 
lead,  zinc  and  chromium  (Cruver  et  al.  1982).  The 
occurrence  of  gold  suggests  that  gold  mineraliza- 
tion may  underlie  volcanics  at  greater  depth. 
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AFFECTED  ENVIRONMENT 


The  Silver  Mining  District,  in  the  southern  por- 
tion of  the  WSA,  produced  approximately  103,000 
tons  of  copper,  silver  and  lead  ores  from  1880  to 
1951  (Keith  1978).  In  addition  to  silver  and  lead, 
gold,  zinc,  copper,  vanadium,  barium,  strontium, 
manganese,  tungsten,  fluorite,  molybdenum,  bis- 
muth, chromium  and  beryllium  are  locally  present 
in  anomalous  concentrations.  It  is  possible  that 
sulfide-rich  assemblages  may  be  present  at 
depth.  Four  occurrences  are  present  within  the 
WSA  with  beryllium,  silver  and  barium,  but  there 
is  no  recorded  production  (Cruver  et  al.  1982). 
The  mines  that  produced  these  ores  are  located 
near  the  WSA's  southeastern  boundary. 

Based  on  recorded  past  production  and 
reported  metallic  mineral  occurrences,  the  Geol- 
ogy, Energy  and  Minerals  (GEM)  assessment  on 
the  area  classifies  the  north  half  and  the  southeast 
portion  of  the  WSA  as  having  high  potential  for 
metallic  mineralization.  Two  small  areas  of  the 
WSA  are  considered  to  have  moderate  potential 
for  nonmetallic  mineralization,  based  on  reported 
occurrences  of  bentonite  and  dumortierite 
(Cruver  et  al.  1982). 

In  November  1986,  there  were  50  mining  claims 
in  the  WSA.  Minerals  listed  on  the  National 
Defense  Stockpile  Inventory  of  Strategic  and  Crit- 
ical Materials  that  are  found  in  the  WSA  are  man- 
ganese, gold,  silver,  lead  and  chromium. 


Lake)  on  winter  season  overnight  trips  in  recent 
years.  Water  and  feed  for  horses  are  usually  trans- 
ported by  vehicle  along  Red  Cloud  Wash  Road 
and  north  via  a  vehicle  way  to  an  overnight  camp 
in  the  eastern  end  of  Clip  Wash  for  these  over- 
night treks. 


Cultural  Resources 

No  cultural  resource  inventories  have  been  con- 
ducted in  the  WSA  and  no  National  Register  sites 
are  recorded  for  the  area.  The  area  is  believed  to 
have  low  to  moderate  potential  for  cultural 
resources.  Anticipated  site  types  include  trails, 
lithic  scatters,  quarries,  petroglyphs,  temporary 
habitation  areas,  and  remains  of  historic  mining 
activities. 

It  is  estimated  that  there  is  one  potentially  eli- 
gible National  Register  site  in  the  area. 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Trigo  Mountains  WSA  includes  36,870 
acres  of  crucial  desert  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
along  the  west  side  of  the  Trigo  Mountains.  The 
estimated  bighorn  sheep  population  for  this  area 
is  20-30  adults. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Much  of  the  area's  present  recreation  use  is 
vehicle-based.  Motorized  recreation  users  enter 
the  area  from  boundary  roads  over  the  25  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  that  access  abandoned  mining 
sites.  Recreation  activities  include  small  game 
hunting,  sightseeing,  rockhounding  and  recre- 
ational mining. 

The  rockhounding  and  recreational  mining 
activities  are  concentrated  near  the  Red  Cloud 
Wash  Road,  Clip  Wash  and  other  access  points. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

A  considerable  amount  of  recreation  use  within 
the  Trigo  Mountains  WSA  is  nonmotorized.  Rec- 
reation activities  consist  primarily  of  horseback 
riding. 

The  WSA  is  used  for  horseback  riding  on  both 
day  trips  and  overnight  trail  rides  by  several  riding 
clubs  from  Blythe  and  other  communities  in  the 
southwest  desert  region.  A  number  of  large  trail 
riding  groups  have  used  the  WSA  north-to-south 
(Cibola   National   Wildlife   Refuge  to   Martinez 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

This  WSA  is  part  of  a  large  remote  area  which 
may  provide  a  prey  base  large  enough  to  support 
a  small  mountain  lion  population.  Unconfirmed 
sightings  of  mountain  lions  within  theTrigo  Moun- 
tains exist,  but  they  are  sporadic  and  do  not  con- 
firm the  existence  of  a  permanent  population. 

This  area  contains  suitable  habitat  for  five  other 
special  status  wildlife  species  (see  Table  3-1). 


Wild  Burro  Management 

Approximately  every  other  year,  some  wild  bur- 
ros are  rounded  up  from  the  Trigo  Mountains 
WSA  by  BLM  wranglers.  This  helps  to  regulate  the 
number  of  burros  in  the  area  to  prevent  the  over- 
use of  plants  and  environmental  degradation. 
Burro  roundups  are  consistent  with  the  1980 
Cibola-Trigo  Herd  Management  Area  Plan 
(HMAP)  and  the  Yuma  District  Resource  Manage- 
ment Plan. 

The  wranglers  use  existing  vehicle  ways  and 
major  washes  (especially  the  Red  Cloud  Wash 
Road,  Lopez  Wash  and  Clip  Wash)  to  reach  an 


190 


AFFECTED  ENVIRONMENT 


appropriate  trapping  site  within  the  WSA.  Vehi- 
cles are  used  to  transport  the  trap,  personnel, 
horses  and  burros.  A  portable  trap  is  set  up,  often 
in  the  bottom  of  a  wash.  The  trap  consists  of  a 
metal  fence  panel  corral  and  two  long  fences 
made  of  burlap  to  act  as  a  funnel.  The  burros  are 
chased  by  helicopter  into  the  trap  from  areas  as 
much  as  four  to  five  miles  away.  Wranglers  on 
horseback  chase  the  burros  the  last  several 
hundred  yards  into  the  corral  and  also  rope  escap- 
ees. The  burros  are  made  available  to  the  public 
through  established  adoption  procedures. 


Special  Status  Plants 

Night-blooming  cereus,  a  federal  candidate 
plant  for  threatened  or  endangered  species  sta- 
tus, may  grow  in  the  WSA.  There  are  records  of 
night-blooming  cereus  less  than  five  miles  to  the 
north  in  the  same  habitat  type. 


Human  imprints  are  present  in  the  area  only  in 
the  form  of  two  short  stretches  of  vehicle  way  and 
a  water  catchment.  Although  visible  from  the  im- 
mediate area,  the  catchment  and  vehicle  ways 
have  minimal  effect  on  the  apparent  naturalness 
of  the  area. 


Solitude 

The  area  offers  opportunities  for  solitude  only 
if  it  is  considered  as  an  integral  part  of  Unit  3  of 
the  Kofa  National  Wildlife  Refuge  Wilderness  Pro- 
posal. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

The  area  offers  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  only  if  it  is  considered  as 
an  integral  part  of  Unit  3  of  the  Kofa  National  Wild- 
life Refuge  Wilderness  Proposal. 


KOFA  UNIT  3  SOUTHERN 

ADDITION  (AZ-050-31) 

-  3,400  ACRES 

Wilderness  Values 
Location  and  Boundaries 

The  Kofa  Unit  3  Southern  Addition  WSA  is  21 
miles  southeast  of  Quartzsite  in  La  Paz  County, 
Arizona. 

The  area's  southern  boundary  is  contiguous 
with  Unit  3  of  the  Kofa  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
Wilderness  Proposal.  Elsewhere  the  area  is 
bounded  by  areas  of  public  land  lacking  wilder- 
ness characteristics. 

The  area  is  included  in  a  pending  USFWS  with- 
drawal application  (A-7950)  for  the  inclusion  of 
public  lands  in  the  Kofa  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

Naturalness 

The  Kofa  Unit  3  Southern  Addition  appears  to 
have  been  affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of 
nature  with  human  influences  substantially  unno- 
ticeable.  The  topography  of  the  area  includes  por- 
tions of  the  Castle  Dome  Mountains  and  west- 
sloping  bajadas.  The  vegetation  is  generally 
confined  to  washes  and  consists  primarily  of  iron- 
wood,  paloverde,  and  saguaro. 


Special  Features 

The  desert  tortoise,  a  special  status  wildlife  spe- 
cies, is  probably  found  in  the  area.  The  WSA  also 
includes  suitable  habitat  for  the  night-blooming 
cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla,  both  of  which  are  spe- 
cial status  plant  species. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Virtually  all  of  the  recreation  use  in  this  area  is 
vehicle-based.  Motorized  recreation  users  enter 
the  area  along  two  vehicle  ways  totaling  two  miles 
in  length.  Recreation  activities  include  small 
game  and  deer  hunting,  camping,  recreational 
mining  in  the  washes,  and  a  moderate  amount  of 
rockhounding. 

The  area's  vehicle  ways  are  also  used  as  take- 
off points  for  nonmotorized  recreation  activities 
in  the  Kofa  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

The  area  attracts  few  users  engaged  in  nonmot- 
orized recreation  activities.  Recreation  activities 
include  hiking,  sightseeing  and  rockhounding. 


Cultural  Resources 

No  cultural  resource  inventories  have  been  con- 
ducted in  the  WSA  and  no  National  Register  sites 
are  recorded  for  the  area.  The  area  is  believed  to 
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have  low  to  moderate  potential  for  cultural 
resources.  Anticipated  site  types  include  trails, 
lithic  scatters,  quarries,  petroglyphs,  and  tempo- 
rary habitation  sites  near  the  base  of  the  Castle 
Dome  Mountains. 

It  is  estimated  that  there  is  one  potentially  eli- 
gible National  Register  site  in  the  area. 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Kofa  Unit  3  Southern  Addition  WSA 
includes  3,400  acres  of  crucial  desert  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  along  the  western  slope  of  the  Cas- 
tle Dome  Mountains.  The  estimated  bighorn 
sheep  population  for  this  area  is  four  sheep. 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

Desert  tortoises  are  very  likely  to  inhabit  the 
foothills  and  washes  in  the  area  although  densi- 
ties are  low  —  fewer  than  20  individuals  per 
square  mile. 

This  WSA  has  suitable  habitat  forfourotherspe- 
cial  status  species  of  wildlife  (see  Table  3-1). 


Special  Status  Plants 

Two  federal  candidate  plants  for  threatened  or 
endangered  or  species  status,  night-blooming 
cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla,  may  be  found  within 
the  WSA. 


KOFA  UNIT  4 

NORTHERN  ADDITION 

(AZ-050-33)  -  1,900  ACRES 

Wilderness  Values 

Location  and  Boundaries 

The  Kofa  Unit  4,  Northern  Addition  WSA  is  30 
miles  south  of  Quartzsite  in  La  Paz  County,  Ari- 
zona. 

The  area  is  contiguous  with  Unit  4  of  the  Kofa 
National  Wildlife  Refuge  Wilderness  Proposal 
along  its  southern  boundary.  Elsewhere  the  area 
is  bounded  by  portions  of  the  Kofa  National  Wild- 
life Refuge  not  under  wilderness  proposal,  state 
lands,  areas  of  public  land  lacking  wilderness 
characteristics,  and  maintained  roads. 


The  area  is  included  in  a  pending  USFWS  with- 
drawal application  (A-7950)  for  the  inclusion  of 
public  lands  in  the  Kofa  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 


Naturalness 

The  Kofa  Unit  4  Northern  Addition  generally 
appears  to  have  been  affected  primarily  by  the 
forces  of  nature  with  human  influences  substan- 
tially unnoticeable.  The  area  includes  a  portion  of 
the  northwestern  end  of  the  Castle  Dome  Moun- 
tains, as  well  as  a  small  part  of  an  adjacent  west- 
sloping  bajada.  The  topography  is  generally  steep 
and  rugged,  with  an  elevation  gain  of  650  feet 
from  its  northern  to  its  southern  boundaries.  The 
vegetative  cover  is  sparse  throughout  the  moun- 
tainous portion,  with  creosote  bush,  cholla  and 
galleta  grass  predominating.  The  bajada  and 
minor  washes  within  the  area  support  small 
numbers  of  ocotillo,  saguaro  and  paloverde,  as 
well  as  creosote  and  mixed  desert  shrubs. 

Human  imprints  in  the  area  are  limited  to  a  half- 
mile  long  vehicle  way,  which  is  not  substantially 
noticeable. 


Solitude 

By  itself,  the  area  lacks  outstanding  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude  because  of  its  small  size.  How- 
ever, as  an  integral  part  of  the  contiguous  wilder- 
ness proposal,  the  WSA  is  considered  to  have 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

By  itself,  the  area  lacks  outstanding  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  due 
to  its  small  size.  However,  as  an  integral  part  of 
the  contiguous  wilderness  proposal,  the  WSA  is 
considered  to  have  outstanding  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation. 


Special  Features 

The  desert  tortoise,  a  special  status  wildlife  spe- 
cies, is  probably  found  in  the  area.  The  WSA  also 
includes  suitable  habitat  for  the  night-blooming 
cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla,  both  of  which  are  spe- 
cial status  plant  species. 


Mineral  Resources 

There  are  no  known  metallic  mineral  deposits 
in  the  WSA. 
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Adjacent  to  the  southern  boundary  is  a  zeolite 
deposit  that  has  been  prospected  and  contains 
known  reserves  that  extend  into  the  southern  por- 
tion of  the  study  area.  Geology,  Energy  and  Min- 
erals (GEM)  assessment  for  the  area  classifies  the 
WSA  as  not  having  favorable  mineral  resources 
and  notes  very  little  is  known  of  the  local  geology 
(Cruver  et.  al.  1982).  The  influence  of  zeolite 
reserves  changes  the  potential  for  industrial  min- 
erals to  high,  based  upon  direct  evidence. 

As  of  December  1986,  there  were  five  pre- 
FLPMA  and  15  post-FLPMA  mining  claims 
located  in  WSA. 


Castle  Dome  Mountains.  The  estimated  bighorn 
sheep  population  for  this  area  is  two  adults. 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

Desert  tortoises  are  very  likely  to  inhabit  the 
foothills  and  washes  in  the  area,  although  densi- 
ties are  low  —  fewer  than  20  individuals  per 
square  mile. 

This  WSA  has  suitable  habitat  for  four  other 
special  status  species  of  wildlife  (see  Table  3-1). 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Most  of  the  recreation  use  in  this  small  but 
rugged  WSA  is  vehicle-based  and  is  tied  closely 
to  recreational  opportunities  provided  in  the  Kofa 
National  Wildlife  Refuge.  Motorized  recreation 
users  enter  the  area  from  its  western  and  northern 
boundaries  over  a  one-half-mile  vehicle  way.  Rec- 
reation activities  include  sightseeing,  small  game 
and  deer  hunting,  and  a  moderate  amount  of  rock- 
hounding. 

The  area's  vehicle  way  is  also  used  as  a  take-off 
point  for  nonmotorized  recreation  activities  in  the 
adjacent  Kofa  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 


Special  Status  Plants 

Two  federal  candidate  plants  for  threatened  or 
endangered  species  status,  night-blooming 
cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla,  may  be  found  within 
the  WSA. 


Utility  Corridors 

A  designated  BLM  utility  corridor  (UC-6B, 
Parker-Blaisdell)  follows  a  gas  pipeline  along  the 
area's  western  boundary  for  approximately  two 
miles.  This  corridor  extends  one-half  mile  into  the 
WSA. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

The  area  attracts  few  users  engaged  in  nonmot- 
orized recreation  activities.  Recreation  activities 
include  hiking,  sightseeing  and  rockhounding. 


KOFA  UNIT  4 

SOUTHERN  ADDITION 

(AZ-050-34)  -  11,220  ACRES 


Cultural  Resources 


Wilderness  Values 


No  cultural  resource  inventories  have  been  con- 
ducted in  the  WSA  and  no  National  Register  sites 
are  recorded  for  the  area.  The  area  is  believed  to 
have  low  to  moderate  potential  for  cultural 
resources.  Anticipated  site  types  include  trails, 
lithic  scatters,  quarries,  petroglyphs,  and  tempo- 
rary camps  at  the  base  of  the  Castle  Dome  Moun- 
tains and  along  Indian  Wash. 

It  is  estimated  that  there  is  one  potentially  eli- 
gible National  Register  site  in  the  area. 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Kofa  Unit  4  Northern  Addition  WSA 
includes  1,900  acres  of  crucial  desert  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  along  the  northwestern  end  of  the 


Location  and  Boundaries 

The  Kofa  Unit  4  Southern  Addition  WSA  is  40 
miles  northeast  of  Yuma  in  Yuma  County,  Ari- 
zona. 

The  WSA  is  contiguous  with  proposed  wilder- 
ness in  the  Kofa  National  Wildlife  Refuge  along 
its  eastern  boundary.  Elsewhere  the  area  is 
bounded  by  portions  of  the  Kofa  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  not  under  wilderness  proposal,  the  Yuma 
Proving  Ground  and  a  transmission  line  mainte- 
nance road. 


Naturalness 

The  Kofa  Unit  4  Southern  Addition  generally 
appears  to  have  been  affected  primarily  by  the 
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forces  of  nature,  with  human  influences  substan- 
tially unnoticeable.  The  area  includes  a  small  por- 
tion of  an  extensive  bajada,  known  as  the  Castle 
Dome  Plain,  that  slopes  southwesterly  from  the 
Castle  Dome  Mountains.  It  is  generally  flat  and 
open,  with  an  elevation  gain  of  only  420  feet  from 
its  southwestern  to  northeastern  corners.  It  is  dis- 
sected by  numerous  southwest-flowing  washes. 
Vegetation  is  characteristically  sparse,  primarily 
creosote  bush,  ocotillo,  saguaro  and  mixed  desert 
shrubs.  Paloverde  and  ironwood  grow  in  the 
majority  of  the  washes. 

The  only  human  imprints  in  the  area  are  a  vehi- 
cle way  that  traverses  the  northern  end  of  the  area 
for  two  miles  and  another  vehicle  way  that  follows 
the  boundary  between  the  area  and  the  Kofa 
National  Wildlife  Refuge  for  five  miles.  Neither  of 
these  imprints  is  substantially  noticeable. 


Solitude 

Due  to  its  configuration  and  an  almost  total  lack 
of  topographic  and  vegetative  screening,  the  area 
does  not  by  itself  offer  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude.  However,  the  area  could  offer  out- 
standing opportunities  for  solitude  as  an  integral 
part  of  Unit  4  of  the  Kofa  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
Wilderness  Proposal. 


hunting,  and  a  limited  amount  of  rockhounding. 
In  addition,  numerous  washes  in  the  area  are  used 
by  hunters  for  access  and  camping  during  deer 
season. 

The  area's  vehicle  ways  are  also  used  as  take- 
off points  for  nonmotorized  recreation  activities 
in  the  Kofa  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

This  WSA  has  not  attracted  much  nonmoto- 
rized recreational  use.  Present  recreation  activi- 
ties include  some  rockhounding,  small  game  hunt- 
ing and  camping. 


Cultural  Resources 

No  cultural  resource  inventories  have  been  con- 
ducted in  the  WSA  and  no  National  Register  sites 
are  recorded  for  the  area.  The  area  is  believed  to 
have  low  to  moderate  potential  for  cultural 
resources.  Anticipated  site  types  include  trails, 
lithic  scatters,  quarries,  petroglyphs,  and  tempo- 
rary habitation  sites. 

It  is  estimated  that  there  is  one  potentially  eli- 
gible National  Register  site  in  the  area. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

The  area  does  not  possess  any  single  outstand- 
ing primitive  recreational  opportunity  nor  the 
diversity  of  opportunities  necessary  to  be  consid- 
ered outstanding.  However,  the  area  could  offer 
outstanding  opportunities  for  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  as  an  integral  part  of  Unit 
4  of  the  Kofa  National  Wildlife  Refuge  Wilderness 
Proposal. 


Special  Features 

The  WSA  includes  crucial  habitat  for  desert  big- 
horn sheep.  It  also  includes  suitable  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise,  a  special  status  wildlife  spe- 
cies, as  well  as  suitable  habitat  for  the  night- 
blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla,  both  of 
which  are  special  status  plant  species. 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Kofa  Unit  4  Southern  Addition  WSA 
includes  11,220  acres  of  crucial  desert  bighorn 
sheep  habitat.  The  estimated  bighorn  sheep  pop- 
ulation for  this  area  is  four  adults. 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

Desert  tortoises  are  very  likely  to  inhabit  the 
foothills  and  washes  in  the  area,  although  densi- 
ties are  fewer  than  20  individuals  per  square  mile. 
Gila  monsters  are  also  very  likely  to  live  in  the 
area,  although  no  population  estimates  are  avail- 
able. 

This  WSA  contains  suitable  habitat  for  four 
other  special  status  wildlife  species  (see  Table 
3-1). 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Recreation  use  in  this  WSA  is  almost  entirely 
vehicle-based.  Motorized  recreation  users  enter 
the  area  over  its  seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways.  Rec- 
reation activities  include  small  game  and  deer 


Special  Status  Plants 

Two  federal  candidate  plants  for  threatened  or 
endangered  species  status,  night-blooming 
cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla,  may  be  found  within 
the  WSA. 
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LITTLE  PICACHO  PEAK 

ADDITION 

(AZ-050-35)  -  2,915  ACRES 

Wilderness  Values 

Location  and  Boundaries 

The  Little  Picacho  Peak  Addition  WSA  is  20 
miles  north  of  Yuma,  Arizona,  on  the  southeast 
edge  of  the  Chocolate  Mountains  in  Imperial 
County,  California. 

The  area  is  contiguous  with  a  wilderness  study 
area  in  the  California  Desert  Conservation  Area 
(CDCA-356)  (recommended  not  suitable)  along 
its  western  and  southern  boundaries.  Elsewhere 
the  area  is  bounded  by  a  maintained  road  and  the 
Imperial  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

Naturalness 

The  Little  Picacho  Peak  Addition  appears  to 
have  been  affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of 
nature  with  human  influences  substantially  unno- 
ticeable.  The  area  includes  a  series  of  rugged 
peaks  breaking  east  toward  the  Colorado  River. 
Several  deep  washes  dissect  the  east-facing 
slopes.  The  peaks  support  a  thin  cover  of  creo- 
sote, mixed  desert  shrub,  annual  grasses  and  gal- 
leta  grass.  Annual  grasses  dominate  the  slopes, 
while  paloverde  and  ironwood  grow  in  the 
washes. 

No  noticeable  human  imprints  are  found  within 
the  area. 

Solitude 

This  area  offers  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  only  when  considered  as  an  integral  part 
of  the  contiguous  Little  Picacho  Peak  Wilderness 
Study  Area  (CDCA-356). 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

This  area  offers  outstanding  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  only  when 
considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  contiguous 
Little  Picacho  Peak  Wilderness  Study  Area 
(CDCA-356). 


Special  Features 

The  WSA  includes  habitat  for  desert  bighorn 
sheep. 


Mineral  Resources 

There  are  no  known  mineral  deposits  within  the 
subject  area.  However,  the  surrounding  area  to 
the  west  is  an  historical  and  currently  active  min- 
ing district  from  which  gold,  silver  and  lead  have 
been  produced.  An  active  gold  mine,  Picacho 
Mine,  is  approximately  six  miles  to  the  west,  and 
copper  minerals  in  a  similar  geologic  environ- 
ment (Morton  1962)  have  been  found  in  the 
Copper  Basin,  which  is  about  four  miles  from  the 
unit's  western  boundary.  Metallic  mineral  occur- 
rences also  include  two  lead-silver  prospects  in 
Picacho  State  Park  to  the  north.  In  the  Chocolate 
Mountains  numerous  radioactive  anomalies  have 
been  reported  (Marcus  1980). 

As  of  December  1986,  there  were  four  mining 
claims  located  by  Goldfields  Mining  Corporation 
within  the  west  half  of  the  WSA.  None  of  the  min- 
erals found  on  the  National  Defense  Stockpile 
Inventory  of  Strategic  and  Critical  Materials  are 
reported  in  the  WSA,  but  silver,  gold,  lead  and 
copper,  all  of  which  appear  on  the  Inventory,  are 
present  nearby.  There  is  moderate  favorability  for 
metallic  minerals  within  the  WSA,  based  on  indi- 
rect evidence. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 

The  area's  rugged  terrain  prevents  vehicular 
entry  over  most  of  the  WSA.  A  small  amount  of 
motorized  recreation  use  occurs  in  three  washes 
totaling  one  mile  in  length  along  the  WSA's  east- 
ern boundary,  but  this  is  primarily  spillover  from 
use  on  the  Ferguson  Lake  Road  and  from  lands 
along  Ferguson  Lake. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

Most  of  the  recreation  use  in  this  small  but  topo- 
graphically rugged  WSA  is  nonmotorized.  Recre- 
ation activities  include  limited  amounts  of  rock- 
hounding,  rock  climbing,  small  game  hunting, 
day  hiking,  photography  and  sightseeing. 


Cultural  Resources 

No  cultural  resource  inventories  have  been  con- 
ducted in  the  WSA  and  no  National  Register  sites 
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are  recorded  for  the  area.  The  area  is  believed  to 
have  low  to  moderate  potential  for  cultural 
resources.  Anticipated  site  types  include  trails, 
lithic  scatters,  quarries,  petroglyphs,  and  tempo- 
rary habitation  sites. 

It  is  estimated  that  there  is  one  potentially  eli- 
gible National  Register  site  in  the  area. 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Little  Picacho  Peak  Addition  WSA  includes 
2,915  acres  of  crucial  desert  bighorn  sheep  hab- 
itat along  the  southeast  edge  of  the  Chocolate 
Mountains.  No  population  estimate  is  available 
for  the  bighorn  sheep  in  this  area. 


Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

Because  this  WSA  borders  Ferguson  Lake  and 
Imperial  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  it  is  likely  to  be 
used  as  a  hunting  ground  by  nine  special  status 
species  of  raptors  (see  Table  3-1). 


MUGGINS  MOUNTAINS 
(AZ-050-53A)  -  14,455  Acres 

Wilderness  Values 

Location  and  Boundaries 

The  Muggins  Mountains  WSA  is  on  the  south 
side  of  the  Muggins  Mountains,  a  relatively  small 
desert  range  25  miles  east  of  Yuma  in  Yuma 
County,  Arizona.  The  area  is  bounded  by  the 
Yuma  Proving  Ground,  private  land  and  areas  of 
public  land  lacking  wilderness  characteristics. 

Naturalness 

The  Muggins  Mountains  WSA  has  been 
affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature  with 
human  influences  substantially  unnoticeable. 
The  area's  western  end  includes  a  cluster  of 
rugged  peaks,  of  which  Muggins  Peak  (elevation 
1,424  feet),  Klothos  Temple  (elevation  1,666  feet) 
and  Long  Mountain  are  most  prominent.  Twin 
Tanks  Wash,  Long  Mountain  Wash,  Morgan  Wash 
and  other  deeply-cut  drainages  dissect  the  peaks. 
Most  of  the  remainder  of  the  area  consists  of  roll- 
ing hills  dissected  by  a  complex  system  of  shallow 
drainages. 


The  vegetative  cover  is  sparse  over  most  of  the 
areaand  is  primarily  creosoteandbursage  in  asso- 
ciation with  brittlebush,  ocotillo  and  saguaro.  pa- 
loverde,  ironwood  and  smoketree  grow  in  the 
washes. 

Human  imprints  in  the  area  are  present  only  in 
the  form  of  a  few  vehicle  ways.  For  the  most  part, 
the  presence  of  the  vehicle  ways  within  the  area 
is  effectively  scattered  by  the  complex  terrain. 
Moreover,  many  of  the  routes  are  confined  to 
washes  and  exhibit  little  in  the  way  of  surface  dis- 
turbance. 


Solitude 

The  rugged  peaksanddeepdrainagesthatdom- 
inate  the  area's  western  end  readily  screen  out  the 
sights,  sounds  and  presence  of  other  people.  The 
peaks  and  interior  ridges,  which  rise  dramatically 
on  all  sides,  are  suitably  isolated  from  the  sur- 
rounding areas.  The  drainages,  which  generally 
flow  in  a  southwesterly  direction  from  the  peaks, 
afford  countless  pockets  of  seclusion  along  their 
winding  courses.  This  portion  of  the  area  covers 
almost  10,000  acres,  and  offers  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  in  itself. 

The  rolling  hills  that  characterize  much  of  the 
remainder  of  the  area,  while  lacking  the  topo- 
graphic complexity  of  the  area's  western  end,  are 
capable  of  screening  out  the  sights,  sounds  and 
presenceof  other  people.  Within  the  extensive  lab- 
yrinth of  drainages  that  dissect  the  hills,  numer- 
ous secluded  spots  may  be  found. 

Agricultural  developments  in  Mohawk  Valley  to 
the  southeast  and  Dome  Valley  to  the  southwest 
may  be  seen  and  heard,  but  their  overall  effect  is 
not  considered  substantial.  They  appearto  be  con- 
spicuous only  on  exposed  areas  along  the  south- 
eastern and  southwestern  boundaries. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

The  area  has  outstanding  opportunities  for  a 
number  of  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
activities,  including  rock  climbing,  hiking  and 

backpacking,  camping,  sightseeing  and  photogra- 
phy. 

The  area's  western  end,  with  its  rugged  peaks 
and  deep  drainages,  holds  outstanding  opportu- 
nities for  all  of  these  activities.  Muggins  Peak,  Klo- 
thos Temple,  and  Long  Mountain  all  have  out- 
standing potential  for  rock  climbing  activities, 
although  loose  rock  presents  some  safety  haz- 
ards. The  peaks,  foothills  and  drainages  form  an 
extensive  area  of  diverse  terrain  that  readily  en- 
sures a  wide  variety  of  opportunities  for  hiking 
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and  backpacking.  Opportunities  for  primitive 
camping  are  numerous  and  varied,  as  secluded 
campsites  may  readily  be  found  among  the  inte- 
rior peaks  and  within  many  of  the  drainages.  Fi- 
nally, the  peaks  and  drainages  are  highly  scenic 
and  offer  outstanding  opportunities  for  sightsee- 
ing, photography  and  other  related  supplemental 
activities. 

The  rolling  hills  that  characterize  most  of  the 
remainder  of  the  area  offer  outstanding  opportu- 
nities for  hiking,  backpacking  and  primitive  camp- 
ing as  well.  Spread  over  an  extensive  area,  the 
hills  and  the  labyrinth  of  shallow  drainages  that 
dissect  them  offer  enough  topographic  diversity 
to  ensure  outstanding  opportunities  for  foot 
travel.  In  addition,  a  variety  of  secluded  campsites 
may  be  found  in  the  drainages. 


Special  Features 

The  WSA  includes  habitat  for  the  desert  tor- 
toise, a  special  status  wildlife  species.  It  also 
includes  habitatfor  Wiggins'  chollaand  barrel  cac- 
tus, both  of  which  are  special  status  plant  species. 

The  dominant  peaks  at  the  western  end  of  the 
Muggins  Mountains,  with  their  rugged  landform 
and  colorful  geologic  strata,  are  considered  ex- 
ceptionally scenic  for  the  region.  Klothos  Temple, 
in  particular,  stands  out  among  these  peaks  as  a 
scenic  attraction. 


Mineral  Resources 


mineralization.  Uranium  and  thorium  also  occur 
in  the  WSA  and,  based  on  these  occurrences  and 
other  favorable  geologic  data,  three  small  areas 
in  the  eastern  portion  of  the  WSA  are  classified 
as  having  moderate  potential  for  these  resources 
(USGS  1984).  Gold,  uranium,  and  thorium  are 
listed  on  the  National  Defense  Stockpile  Inven- 
tory of  Strategic  and  Critical  Materials. 

As  of  December  1986,  there  were  nine  claims 
in  the  WSA. 


Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Most  of  the  present  recreation  use  in  the  WSA 
is  vehicle-based  and  is  concentrated  in  the  Mug- 
gins, Morgan  and  other  smaller  washes.  Motor- 
ized recreation  users  enter  the  area  over  several 
vehicle  ways  (10.5  miles  total)  and  washes.  Rec- 
reation activities  include  sightseeing,  recreational 
mining,  small  game  hunting  and  trapping,  rock- 
hounding  and  camping. 


Nonmotorized  Recreation  Use 

The  area's  rugged  peaks  and  deep  drainages 
are  an  attractive  resource  base  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  —  especially  for  activities  such  as 
rock  climbing,  day  hiking,  backpacking,  nature 
study  and  photography.  Recreation  activities 
include  day  hiking  and  a  limited  amount  of  rock 
climbing  on  Muggins  Peak,  Klothos  Temple  and 
Long  Mountain. 


The  Muggins  Mountains  WSA  is  in  the  Muggins 
Mountains  Mining  District,  which  produced  an 
estimated  1,000  ounces  of  gold  and  a  small 
amount  of  silver  from  the  mid  1 860s  to  1 900  (Keith 
1978).  Most  of  this  mining  activity  was  placer 
deposits  within  a  bajada  breccia.  Geologic  and 
geochemical  data  reported  (USGS  1984)  shows 
a  low  potential  for  metallic  minerals. 

Exploration  activity  within  the  WSA  has 
involved  gold  and  uranium.  Minor  gold  placers 
occur  west  and  northwest  of  Muggins  Peak.  The 
Red  Knob  uranium  prospect  is  within  the  WSA 
near  the  eastern  boundary  (USGS  1984).  The  min- 
eralization at  this  prospect  is  weeksite,  a  second- 
ary mineral  association  with  other  oxidized  ura- 
nium minerals  (Wood  1987). 

A  U.S.  Geological  Survey  (USGS)  study  of  the 
area,  prepared  for  BLM,  concluded  that  these 
placer  deposits  are  probably  too  small  to  be  con- 
sidered as  a  resource.  The  USGS  study  classified 
the  entire  WSA  as  having  low  potential  for  metallic 


Cultural  Resources 

No  cultural  resource  inventories  have  been  con- 
ducted in  the  WSA  and  no  National  Register  sites 
are  recorded  for  the  area.  The  area  is  believed  to 
have  low  to  moderate  potential  for  cultural 
resources.  Anticipated  site  types  include  historic 
mining-related  sites,  trails,  lithic  scatters,  quar- 
ries, and  habitation  sites.  Several  petroglyph  sites 
are  just  outside  the  WSA  to  the  south,  and  some 
petroglyph  sites  could  be  present  in  the  WSA. 

It  is  estimated  that  there  is  one  potentially  eli- 
gible National  Register  site  in  the  area. 


Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Muggins  Mountains  WSA  includes  14,455 
acres  of  crucial  desert  bighorn  sheep  habitat.  The 
estimated  bighorn  sheep  population  for  the  area 
is  two  sheep. 
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Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 

Desert  tortoises  and  Gila  monsters  are  both 
likely  to  inhabit  the  foothills  and  washes  of  the 
WSA.  Densities  of  both  species  are  probably  quite 
low. 

Suitable  habitat  exists  for  two  additional  special 
status  wildlife  species  (see  Table  3-1). 


Special  Status  Plants 

Wiggins'  cholla  and  barrel  cactus  (Ferocactus 
acanthodes  var.  acanthodes),  both  federal  candi- 


dates for  threatened  or  endangered  species  sta- 
tus, may  grow  in  the  WSA. 


Utility  Corridors 

A  designated  BLM  utility  corridor  (UC-9,  Inter- 
connection) follows  a  500  kV  transmission  line 
along  the  area's  northern  boundary  for  approxi- 
mately nine  miles.  This  corridor  extends  one-half 
mile  into  the  WSA. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 


INTRODUCTION 

Chapter  4  analyzes  the  environmental  conse- 
quences of  each  alternative  for  each  WSA.  The 
analyses  will  be  commensurate  with  the  degree 
of  expected  impact.  BLM  determined  that  no  mea- 
surable impacts  would  result  to  livestock  opera- 
tions, air  quality,  water  quality,  nonfederal  lands, 
soils,  social  elements,  military  overflights  and  fire 
management.  These  components  are,  therefore, 
not  discussed  in  this  chapter  (see  Chapter  1  - 
Issues  Considered  But  Not  Analyzed). 


BASIC  ASSUMPTIONS 
AFFECTING  THE  ANALYSIS 
OF  ALL  ALTERNATIVES 
FOR  EACH  WSA 

To  provide  a  standard  framework  for  impact 
analysis  and  comparison  among  the  alternatives, 
the  following  assumptions  were  used. 

1.  Short-term  impacts  are  considered  to  be 
those  which  would  occur  over  a  five-year 
period  after  designation,  while  long-term 
impacts  are  those  occurring  more  than  five 
years  after  designation.  Unless  otherwise 
stated  all  impacts  are  considered  long-term. 

2.  BLM  will  have  the  funding  and  work  force  to 
implement  the  chosen  alternatives. 

3.  Section  603  WSAs  will  be  managed  under 
BLM's  Interim  Management  Policy  (IMP) 
until  either  designated  as  wilderness  or 
released  by  Congress.  Section  202  WSAs  not 
recommended  for  wilderness  could  be  re- 
leased by  the  State  Director  (and  managed 
under  the  Yuma  District  RMP)  upon  release 
of  the  Final  Wilderness  Environmental  Impact 
Statement. 

4.  If  an  area  is  designated  as  wilderness,  BLM's 
Wilderness  Management  Policy  and  related 
wilderness  management  regulations  will  be 
used  as  guides  for  permissible  activities  until 
a  wilderness  management  plan  is  prepared 
for  a  designated  area.  The  wilderness  man- 
agement   plan    will    identify    management 


actions  that  will  be  authorized  within  each 
designated  area. 

5.  BLM  cannot  block  access  to  nonfederal  min- 
eral or  privately  owned  lands  within  a  desig- 
nated wilderness  area. 

6.  Mines  developed  on  federal  mineral  estate 
within  designated  wilderness  areas  would  be 
on  claims  that  have  predesignation  discover- 
ies (a  discovery  of  a  valuable  locatable  min- 
eral deposit  prior  to  wilderness  designation) 
that  have  been  proven  valid. 

7.  Effective  on  the  date  of  designation,  any  area 
designated  as  wilderness  will  be  withdrawn 
from  mineral  leasing  and  mining  claim  stak- 
ing under  the  mining  laws.  This  provision  is 
subject  to  valid  existing  rights. 

8.  New  or  upgraded  roads  developed  for  access 
to  exploration  programsand  mineral  develop- 
ments in  areas  not  designated  wilderness  will 
remain  open  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

9.  Long-term  visual  impacts  to  naturalness  from 
mining  developments  within  designated  and 
nondesignated  areas  would  remain,  even 
after  mining  has  ceased  and  mine  site  recla- 
mation has  been  completed.  Rehabilitative 
processes  (both  natural  and  by  machine)  are 
slow  in  these  arid  areas,  which  are  generally 
characterized  by  precipitous  slopes  and  can- 
yons, shallow  soils,  rocky  terrain  and  annual 
rainfall  under  four  inches.  Road  construction 
with  full  bench  cuts  would  create  long-term 
visual  impacts  in  mountainous  areas. 

10.  Range  facilities  will  be  maintained  where 
needed  to  facilitate  grazing  and  multiple-use 
management.  New  rangeland  developments 
that  benefit  multiple  use  management  may  be 
allowed  when  site-specific  environmental  as- 
sessments show  that  wilderness  resources 
would  not  be  impaired.  The  minimum  tool 
requirement  for  both  maintenance  and  devel- 
opment could  cause  some  increased  costs 
both  for  the  operator  and  BLM. 

11.  Livestock  grazing  will  be  maintained  at  pre- 
sent levels  unless  adjusted  for  reasons  pre- 
scribed to  achieve  the  multiple-use  resource 
objectives  for  the  rangeland. 

12.  The  livestock  operator  would  experience 
some  minor  increased  commitment  of  labor 
and   costs   associated   with    using    horses 
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instead  of  motorized  vehicles  to  place  salt 
within  designated  wilderness  areas,  check  on 
livestock  and  range  improvements,  and  com- 
plete some  maintenance  or  developments. 
Prohibitions  against  the  use  of  motorized 
vehicles  would  also  affect  BLM's  administra- 
tion within  wilderness  areas. 

13.  Traditional  forms  of  wildlife  habitat  improve- 
ment projects  (e.g.,  water  catchments)  used 
in  the  Yuma  District  would  continue  to  be 
installed  and  maintained  in  designated  areas 
if,  through  an  environmental  assessment,  it  is 
determined  that  the  projects  comply  with  the 
intent  of  wilderness  legislation. 

14.  Mining  activity,  rights-of-way  construction, 
water  catchment  construction  and  other 
development  would  impair  a  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  and  affect  other  wilder- 
ness values  on  a  larger  area  than  is  actually 
disturbed.  This  larger  area  is  generally  the 
total  area  within  viewing  or  hearing  distance 
of  the  particular  impairing  activity.  Thusa  two- 
acre  mine  might  be  viewed  from  the  surround- 
ing hills,  thereby  impairing  a  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  across  a  much  larger  area. 

15.  As  part  of  the  Mining  Plan  of  Operation  proce- 
dure described  in  43  CFR  3800,  environmen- 
tal impacts  from  proposed  mining  plans  of  op- 
eration within  designated  and  nondesignated 
areas  of  the  WSAs  would  be  assessed  in 
accordance  with  NEPA,  using  an  EA  or  EIS 
process  prior  to  approval  by  BLM.  Mitigating 
measures  and  stipulations  would  be  devel- 
oped in  those  documents  to  prevent  unneces- 
sary and  undue  degradation  of  resources.  In 
addition,  BLM  would  examine  the  validity  of 
mining  claims  proposed  for  development  in 
a  plan  of  operations.  Approval  could  only  be 
granted  if  the  claims  were  valid  as  of  the  date 
of  wilderness  designation,  as  required  in  43 
CFR  8560.4-6(i). 

16.  Impacts  to  wilderness  values  depend  on  1) 
the  size  of  the  WSA,  2)  the  topography  of  the 
area  where  the  impact  occurs,  3)  the  location 
of  the  impact  in  the  WSA  and  4)  the  magni- 
tude, duration  and  frequency  of  the  impact. 

17.  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  would  be  enhanced  by  the  exclusion  of 
motorized  recreation  use  from  an  area,  as 
encounters  between  the  two  user  groups 
(which  are  considered  detrimental  to  the 
experience  of  nonmotorized  recreation 
users)  would  be  avoided. 

18.  Surface  disturbances  from  mining  develop- 
ments would  adversely  affect  cultural 
resource  sites,  Native  American  traditional 
areas  and  crucial   bighorn  sheep  habitat, 


regardless  of  how  these  disturbances  are  mit- 
igated. In  the  case  of  cultural  resource  sites, 
mining  development  could  be  allowed  to  de- 
stroy site  integrity  once  data  recovery  (in 
accordance  with  Section  106  of  the  National 
Historic  Preservation  Act)  has  been  com- 
pleted. (See  Appendix  C.)  Under  the  Yuma 
District  RMP,  mining  developments  would 
normally  be  permitted  in  Native  American  tra- 
ditional areas  and  crucial  bighorn  sheep  hab- 
itat. 

Wilderness  designation  would  consequently 
benefit  cultural  resource  sites,  Native  Ameri- 
can traditional  areas  and  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  by  precluding  some  of  these 
mining  developments. 

19.  At  present  and  projected  use  levels,  motor- 
ized recreation  use  (as  restricted  by  the  Yuma 
District  RMP)  would  not  adversely  affect  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

20.  Site-specific  impacts  to  special  status  plant 
and  animal  species  from  projected  uses  and 
management  actions  would  be  assessed  on 
a  case-by-case  basis  through  an  EA  or  EIS 
process,  and  mitigating  measures  would  be 
developed  in  these  processes  to  avoid  or  min- 
imize harm.  For  certain  uses  and  manage- 
ment actions,  however,  this  protection  would 
not  apply:  in  the  case  of  mineral  exploration 
operations  and  mining  operations  (covering 
less  than  five  acres),  preparation  of  an  EA  or 
EIS  is  not  required;  in  the  case  of  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  operations  on  withdrawn  lands, 
the  special  status  species  would  not  receive 
special  consideration  (as  afforded  by  BLM 
policy)  in  an  EA  or  EIS  process. 

Wilderness  designation  would  consequently 
benefit  special  status  plant  and  animal  spe- 
cies by  precluding  surface  disturbances  in 
the  cases  of  mineral  exploration  operations 
and  Bureau  of  Reclamation  operations  on 
withdrawn  lands. 

21.  The  BLM  avoids  inadvertent  loss  or  destruc- 
tion of  cultural  resources.  Cultural  resource 
inventories,  evaluation,  impact  analyses  and 
mitigation  measures  are  required  on  public 
lands  prior  to  most  surface-disturbing  activi- 
ties (NEPA,  FLPMA,  ARPA  and  Section  106 
of  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act). 
These  requirements  would  not  be  con- 
strained by  any  of  the  wilderness  alternatives 
under  consideration. 

The  Yuma  District  Resource  Management 
Plan  specifies  that  a  "no  surface  occupancy" 
provision  isappliedtoall  known  National  Reg- 
ister sites  or  areas.  All  sites  in  the  Big  Maria 
Mountains  South  WSA  are  protected  by  an 
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"Area  of  Critical  Environmental  Concern" 
(ACEC)  designation.  In  addition,  cultural 
resources  within  the  Crossman  Peak,  Whip- 
ple Mountains,  Gibraltar  Mountain,  Cactus 
Plain,  Big  Maria  Mountains  South  and  Mug- 
gins Mountains  WSAs  are  protected  by  spe- 
cial management  prescriptions. 

Certain  surface-disturbing  activities  are 
exempt  from  the  protective  measures 
described  above,  however,  in  areas  not  rec- 
ommended for  wilderness  and  subsequently 
released  from  IMP  management.  These  activ- 
ities, which  include  mineral  exploration  oper- 
ations and  mining  operations  covering  less 
than  five  acres,  could  result  in  damage  to 
unrecorded  potential  National  Register  sites. 
Wilderness  designation  would  consequently 
benefit  cultural  resources  by  precluding 
these  activities. 

22.  The  BLM  is  required  by  the  American  Indian 
Religious  Freedom  Act  (AIRFA)  to  consider 
the  views  of  Native  Americans  prior  to  autho- 
rizing or  carrying  out  any  action  which  might 
conflict  with  traditional  Indian  religious 
beliefs  or  practices. 

23.  As  indicated  in  the  Yuma  District  RMP,  site- 
specific  impacts  from  new  utility  construc- 
tion within  designated  corridors  would  be  as- 
sessed in  accordance  with  NEPA  using  an  EA 
or  EIS  process  prior  to  approval  by  BLM 
(BLM  1987).  Mitigating  measures  and  stipula- 
tions would  be  developed  in  these  environ- 
mental documents  to  minimize  environmen- 
tal harm  from  the  construction. 

24.  Any  new  utility  construction  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness  and  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude,  regardless  of  how  this 
construction  is  mitigated. 

25.  In  cases  where  wilderness  designations 
would  displace  projected  utilities  to  the  por- 
tions of  utility  corridors  outside  of  WSAs,  the 
resulting  adverse  impacts  to  the  projects 
would  be  negligible. 

26.  Development  of  the  new  Parker  townsite  on 
lands  within  the  Cactus  Plain  WSA  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for  solitude,  regardless  of 
how  this  development  is  mitigated. 

27.  During  the  wildernessstudy  phase,  BLM'sW/7- 
derness  Interim  Management  Policy  (IMP) 
would  protect  wilderness  values  by  restrict- 
ing impacts  from  most  short-term  uses.  Im- 
pacts to  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
from  motorized  vehicle  use  would  continue, 
however. 


28.  Those  WSAs  that  are  described  as  being 
dependent  on  contiguous  WSAs  for  their  sol- 
itude, primitive  recreation  or  naturalness  fea- 
tures will  be  discussed  in  this  chapter  as 
though  the  contiguous  WSAs  were  already 
designated  as  wilderness. 

29.  All  of  the  acreage  estimates  in  this  analysis 
are  approximate. 

30.  Closing  vehicle  ways  through  wilderness  des- 
ignation would  benefit  Native  American  tradi- 
tional areas,  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
and  special  status  plant  and  wildlife  habitat 
by  allowing  long-term  natural  revegetation 
on  the  areas  of  surface  disturbance.  In  the 
case  of  special  status  plant  and  wildlife  hab- 
itat, however,  this  benefit  cannot  be  assessed 
because  the  extent  of  the  habitats  is  not  pres- 
ently known. 

31 .  Potential  National  Register  sites  that  have  not 
yet  been  recorded  could  be  impacted  by  van- 
dalism and  casual  use,  as  they  would  receive 
no  special  protection.  The  prohibition  of 
motorized  vehicle  use  through  wilderness 
designation  would  reduce  the  possibility  of 
these  impacts  by  restricting  the  accessibility 
of  the  sites. 

32.  The  presence  of  motor  vehicles  in  Native 
American  traditional  areas  adversely  affects 
the  values  associated  with  theseareas.  Wilder- 
ness designation  would  consequently  benefit 
Native  American  traditional  areas  by  pre- 
cluding motorized  vehicle  use. 

33.  Surface  disturbances  from  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  trails  (i.e.,  in  desert  washes)  are 
temporary  in  nature. 

34.  Without  knowledge  of  the  actual  location  or 
type  of  most  of  the  "projected"  cultural 
resource  sites  within  the  WSAs,  it  is  not  pos- 
sible to  specifically  quantify  or  describe  the 
actual  impacts  to  these  sites  that  would  result 
from  the  uses  and  activities  under  the  wilder- 
ness designation  alternatives. 

35.  Surface  disturbances  from  new  utility  con- 
struction could  adversely  affect  cultural 
resource  sites,  Native  American  traditional 
areas  and  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat, 
regardless  of  how  these  disturbances  are  mit- 
igated. In  the  case  of  cultural  resource  sites, 
new  utility  construction  could  be  allowed  to 
destroy  site  integrity  once  data  recovery  (in 
accordance  with  Section  106  of  the  National 
Historic  Preservation  Act)  has  been  com- 
pleted. (See  Appendix  C.)  New  utilities  would 
normally  be  constructed  in  designated  utility 
corridors  that  cross  Native  American  tradi- 
tional areas  and  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habi- 
tat. 


207 


ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 


Wilderness  designation  would  consequently 
benefit  cultural  resource  sites,  Native  Ameri- 
can traditional  areas  and  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  within  the  WSAs  by  precluding 
new  utility  construction. 

36.  Surface  disturbances  from  recreation  devel- 
opments outside  of  a  WSA  would  not  affect 
the  area's  wilderness  values. 

37.  Surface  disturbances  from  wildlife  water 
catchments  and  other  minor  developments 
would  not  affect  cultural  resource  sites  (as 
the  developments  could  be  relocated  away 
from  the  sites),  and  would  have  a  negligible 
effect  on  Native  American  values. 


ANALYSIS  OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL 
CONSEQUENCES,  BY  WSA 

DEAD  MOUNTAINS 

NORTHERN  ADDITION 

(AZ-050-01)  -  1,815  Acres 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  1,815  acres 
to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-1). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  not  provide  management  protection 
for  wilderness  values  in  the  1 ,81 5-acre  WSA.  Over 
the  long  term,  wilderness  values  in  the  entire  area 
would  be  adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recre- 
ation use  and  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance. 

Naturalness 

Construction  of  four  miles  of  powerline  in  the 
0.5  mile-wide  corridor  that  overlaps  the  area's 
eastern  boundary  would  impair  the  natural  char- 
acter of  ten  acres  by  removing  vegetation  and  sur- 
face soils  and  installing  towers  and  lines.  The  sur- 
face disturbances  in  this  area  would  result  from 
the  use  of  motorized  construction  equipment.  In 
addition,  the  visibility  of  the  surface  disturbances 


and  powerline  facilities  would  impair  the  visitor's 
perception  of  naturalness  over  the  entire 
1,81 5-acre  WSA. 


Solitude 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  four  miles  of  trails  would  continue  to 
impair  opportunities  for  solitude.  Visitors  would 
see  or  hear  the  motorized  vehicles  that  use  these 
trails  on  approximately  1,725  acres  within  the 
WSA. 

The  projected  increases  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  225  to  325  VDY  and  in  nonmoto- 
rized  recreation  use  from  25  to  50  VDY  would 
increase  the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other 
recreation ists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities in  the  corridor  along  the  eastern  boundary 
of  the  WSA  would  periodically  impair  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  users  would  be  likely 
to  see  or  hear  motorized  equipment  and  work 
crews  within  theentire  1,81 5-acre  areaduring  con- 
struction and  maintenance  periods. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  four  miles  of  trails 
would  continue  to  impair  opportunities  for  prim- 
itive and  unconfined  recreation  due  to  visitor  en- 
counters with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  225  to  325  VDY  would  further  increase 
the  likelihood  of  visitor  encounters  with  motor- 
ized vehicles,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
primitive  recreation  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities and  their  associated  motorized  equipment 
usage  would  impair  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  by  causing  visitor 
encounters  with  work  crews  and  motorized  equip- 
ment over  the  entire  1,81 5-acre  area.  Such 
impacts  would  be  temporary  in  nature,  with  the 
maintenance  activities  usually  covering  less  than 
one  week  per  year. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  the  desert  tortoise  are  described  in 
the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Motorized  recreation  use  on  four 
miles  of  trails  would  continue  to  impairthe  wilder- 
ness values  of  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on 
approximately  1,725  acres  (95  percent  of  the 
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WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  225  to  325  VDY  would  further 
impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  opportu- 
nities in  this  area. 

Construction  and  maintenance  activities  along 
four  miles  of  powerline  would  cause  a  loss  or 
impairment  of  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  opportuni- 
ties on  1,815  acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  25  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  four  miles  of  trails  on  1,815  acres 
would  be  available  for  motorized  recreation  use. 
Because  of  regional  population  growth,  BLM  esti- 
mates that  motorized  recreation  use  would 
increase  to  325  VDY  from  225  VDY.  While  this  44 
percent  increase  would  periodically  lessen  motor- 
ized recreation  opportunities  due  to  over- 
crowding on  heavy  use  periods,  the  resource  is 
generally  adequate  to  accommodate  this  growth 
without  impairing  opportunities  for  motorized 
recreation. 


Conclusion:  An  estimated  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  to  325  VDY  from  225  VDY  would 
not  affect  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation 
use  on  the  four  miles  of  trails  in  the  WSA,  except 
for  some  impairment  during  heavy  use  periods. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized 
recreation  use.  Nonmotorized  recreationists 
would  be  subjected  to  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motorized  recreational  use,  especially  along  the 
four  miles  of  trails.  An  estimated  1,725  acres  (95 
percent  of  the  WSA)  would  be  affected— the  area 
on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle  ways  where  motor- 
ized vehicles  could  be  seen  and  heard  by  nonmot- 
orized recreationists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  44  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Construction  of  four  miles  of  new  powerline 
and  maintenance  activities  along  the  powerline 
right-of-way  would   require   use  of   motorized 


View  west  across  Dead  Mountains  Norther  Addition  WSA 
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equipment,  which  would  occasionally  impair  non- 
motorized  recreation  opportunities  over  the  en- 
tire 1,815-acre  area. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  oppor- 
tunities would  continue  to  be  impaired  across 
approximately  1,725  acres  (95  percent  of  the 
WSA)  because  of  motorized  recreation  use. 
These  opportunities  would  be  further  impaired  by 
a  44  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 

Construction  and  maintenance  activities  along 
four  miles  of  powerline  would  occasionally  impair 
nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  over  the 
entire  1,815-acre  area. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/ No  Wilderness 
alternative,  certain  uses  and  activities  could  have 
an  adverse  effect  on  one  estimated  potentially  el- 
igible National  Register  site.  The  uses  and  activ- 
ities which  could  impact  the  integrity  of  this  cul- 
tural resource  site  are  - 

-  increased  visitation  by  motorized  and  nonmot- 
orized recreation  users  (including  huntersand  hik- 
ers), who  could  impact  the  site  by  various  forms 
of  site  use  ranging  from  casual  disturbance  to  van- 
dalism or  destruction. 

-  the  construction  of  four  miles  of  powerline, 
which  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  the  site  by  sur- 
face disturbance. 

Conclusion:  One  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  cas- 
ual disturbance,  vandalism  and  site  destruction 
resulting  from  increased  visitation  by  recreation 
users  and  by  surface  disturbances  resulting  from 
the  construction  of  four  miles  of  powerline. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  construction  of 
four  miles  of  powerline  along  the  eastern  edge  of 
the  WSA  could  cause  a  loss  of  habitat  for  the  des- 
ert tortoise  by  directly  disturbing  ten  acres  of 
potential  habitat. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  four  miles  of  trails 
would  continue  to  occasionally  result  in  desert  tor- 
toise individuals  being  crushed  by  vehicles.  The 
desert  tortoise  individuals  and  their  burrows 
(which  are  concentrated  in  wash  areas)  would  be 
crushed  in  washes  that  are  accessible  to  motor- 
ized vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  the  con- 
struction of  four  miles  of  powerline  would  destroy 


approximately  ten  acres  of  potential  desert  tor- 
toise habitat. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  four  miles  of  trails 
would  continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert  tor- 
toise individuals  and  their  burrows. 


Impacts  on  Utility  Corridors 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  the  four-mile  section  of  BLM- 
designated  utility  corridor  that  traverses  the  WSA 
would  not  be  included  in  a  designated  wilderness. 
Consequently,  construction  of  a  projected  power- 
line  within  this  section  would  proceed  as  planned. 

Conclusion:  Construction  of  a  projected  power- 
line  in  the  section  of  designated  corridor  that  tra- 
verses the  WSA  would  proceed  as  planned. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
he  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  of  solitude,  naturalness  and 
primitive  recreation  would  be  impaired  over  100 
percent  of  the  unit  by  motorized  recreation  use 
and  powerline  construction. 

Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

In  the  long  term,  the  area's  naturalness  would 
be  impaired  by  continued  motorized  recreation 
use  and  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  a 
powerline. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

The  wilderness  values  of  solitude,  naturalness 
and  primitive  recreation  would  be  irretrievably 
impaired  in  the  area  of  powerline  construction. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
all  1,815  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-1). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 
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Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  1,815  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  over  the  entire  area  because 
powerline  construction  and  motorized  recreation 
use  would  be  precluded. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  powerline  construction  within  the 
0.5  mile-wide  corridor  that  overlaps  the  area's 
eastern  boundary  would  maintain  the  wilderness 
value  of  naturalness.  Four  miles  of  towers  and 
lines  would  not  be  installed,  and  10  acres  of  vege- 
tation and  soil  disturbance  from  motorized  equip- 
ment would  not  occur  within  the  corridor. 


Solitude 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  four 
milesof  trails  would  enhance  opportunities forsol- 
itude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see  or  hear 
motorized  vehicles  on  the  1 ,725  acres  of  the  WSA 
presently  subject  to  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  non motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  25  to  50  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  over 
most  of  the  area. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  in  the  portions  of  the  utility  cor- 
ridor that  overlap  the  area's  eastern  boundary 
would  maintain  opportunities  for  solitude.  Wilder- 
ness users  would  not  see  or  hear  the  motorized 
equipment  that  is  used  for  these  activities  within 
the  1,815-acre  area. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  four 
miles  of  trails  would  enhance  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  minimiz- 
ing the  possibility  of  visitorencounters  with  motor- 
ized vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  maintain  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  prevent- 
ing visitor  encounters  with  motorized  equipment 
and  work  crews  within  the  WSA. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  the  desert  tortoise  are  described  in 
the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
across  1,815  acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  four 
miles  of  trails  and  precluding  the  construction 
and  maintenance  of  four  miles  of  powerline. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  25  VDY  to  50  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  1,815  acres  and  close  four  miles  of 
trails  within  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area  of  an 
estimated  225  VDY  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  four  miles  of  trails 
within  the  WSA,  some  of  the  displaced  motorized 
recreation  users  could  find  comparable  opportu- 
nities on  nearby  areas  of  public  land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  four  miles  of  trails  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportuni- 
ties for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  the  elimi- 
nation of  motorized  recreation  use  would 
enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  on  approximately  1 ,725  acres  within  the 
WSA  (95  percent  of  the  unit)  by  eliminating  the 
sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use 
along  four  miles  of  trails. 

Precluding  the  construction  of  four  miles  of 
powerline  would  preserve  opportunities  for  non- 
motorized  recreation  use  on  all  1 ,815  acres  within 
the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
on  all  1,815  acres  in  the  WSA  by  eliminating  mo- 
torized recreation  use  on  four  miles  of  trails,  and 
by  precluding  the  construction  of  four  miles  of 
powerline. 
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Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  one  estimated  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by: 

—  closing  four  miles  of  trails  to  motorized  rec- 
reation use  within  the  WSA,  which  would  res- 
trict public  access  to  the  site;  and 

—  precluding  the  construction  of  four  miles  of 
powerline,  which  would  reduce  surface  dis- 
turbances that  could  otherwise  impact  the 
site. 

Together  these  measures  would  help  prevent 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruction  to 
this  cultural  resource  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  the  site. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  four  miles  of  trails  to 
motorized  recreation  use  and  precluding  the  con- 
struction of  four  miles  of  powerline  within  the 
WSA. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately ten  acres  of  potential  desert  tortoise  hab- 
itat by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from  the 
construction  of  four  miles  of  powerline. 

Closing  four  miles  of  trails  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  provide  further  protection  for  the 
desert  tortoise  by  minimizing  the  potential  of  in- 
dividual tortoises  and  burrows  being  crushed  by 
vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  ten  acres  of  poten- 
tial desert  tortoise  habitat  by  precluding  surface 
disturbances  from  the  construction  of  four  miles 
of  powerline.  It  would  also  minimize  the  crushing 
of  desert  tortoise  individuals  and  burrows  by 
motor  vehicles  by  closing  four  miles  of  trails  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Utility  Corridors 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  a  four- 
mile  section  of  BLM-designated  utility  corridor 
would  be  included  in  the  1,815-acre  area  desig- 
nated as  wilderness.  This  section  would  conse- 
quently be  closed  to  any  new  utility  construction. 

Closing  the  four-mile  section  of  designated  util- 
ity corridor  at  the  eastern  edge  of  the  WSA  would 
require  rerouting  a  projected  powerline  to  the 
east  of  the  WSA.  This  rerouting  would  probably 
cross  the  adjacent  Fort  Mohave  Indian  Reserva- 
tion, which  could  lead  to  land  use  conflicts  that 
would  delay  or  stop  construction  of  the  power- 
line. 

Conclusion:  Closing  a  four-mile  section  of  desig- 
nated utility  corridor  within  the  WSA  could 
adversely  impact  the  construction  of  a  projected 
powerline  by  forcing  rerouting  of  the  powerline 
across  the  adjacent  Fort  Mohave  Indian  Reserva- 
tion. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


DEAD  MOUNTAINS 
SOUTHERN  ADDITION 
(AZ-050-02)  -  630  Acres 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  630  acres  to 
other  resource  uses  (Map  2-1). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness  alternative 
would  not  provide  management  protection  for  wil- 
derness values  in  the  630-acre  WSA.  Over  the 
long  term,  wilderness  values  in  the  area  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use 
and  powerline  construction  and  maintenance. 

Naturalness 

Construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline  in  the 
half-mile-wide  corridor  that  overlaps  the  area's 
eastern  boundary  would  impair  the  natural 
character  of  five  acres  by  removing  vegetation 
and  surface  soils  and  installing  towers  and  lines. 


212 


ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 
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View  west  across  Dead  Mountains  Southern  Addition  WSA 


The  surface  disturbances  in  this  area  would  result 
from  the  use  of  motorized  construction  equip- 
ment. In  addition,  the  visibility  of  the  surface  dis- 
turbances and  powerline  facilities  would  impair 
the  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  over  the 
entire  630-acre  WSA. 


Solitude 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  two  miles  of  trails  would  continue  to  impair 
opportunities  for  solitude.  Visitors  would  see  or 
hear  the  motorized  vehicles  that  use  these  trails 
on  all  630  acres  of  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  160  to  250  VDYand  in  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  from  40  to  50  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  within 
the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities in  the  corridor  along  the  eastern  boundary 
of  the  WSA  would  periodically  impair  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  users  would  be  likely 
to  see  or  and  hear  motorized  equipment  and  work 
crews  within  the  entire  630-acre  area  during  con- 
struction and  maintenance  periods. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  trails 
would  continue  to  impair  opportunities  for  prim- 
itive and  unconfined  recreation  due  to  visitor  en- 
counters with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  160  to  250  VDY  would  increase  the  like- 
lihood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities and  their  associated  motorized  equipment 
usage  would  impair  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  by  causing  visitor 
encounters  with  work  crews  and  motorized  equip- 
ment over  the  entire  630-acre  area.  Such  impacts 
would  be  temporary  in  nature,  with  the  mainte- 
nance activities  usually  covering  less  than  one 
week  per  year. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  the  desert  tortoise  are  described  in 
the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species  for  this  alternative. 
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Conclusion:  Motorized  recreation  use  on  two 
miles  of  trails  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilder- 
ness values  of  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on 
630  acres  (1 00  percent  of  the  WSA) .  The  projected 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  from  160  to 
250  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude  and  prim- 
itive recreation  opportunities  in  the  area. 

Construction  and  maintenance  activities  along 
two  miles  of  powerline  would  cause  a  loss  or 
impairment  of  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  opportuni- 
ties on  630  acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  non motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  40  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Construction  of  two  miles  of  new  powerline  and 
maintenance  activities  along  the  powerline  right- 
of-way  would  require  use  of  motorized  equip- 
ment, which  would  occasionally  impair  nonmoto- 
rized  recreation  opportunities  over  the  entire 
630-acre  area. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  630 
acres  (1 00  percent  of  the  WSA)  because  of  motor- 
ized recreation  use.  These  opportunities  would  be 
furtherimpairedbya36percentincreasein  motor- 
ized recreation  use. 

Construction  and  maintenance  activities  along 
two  miles  of  powerline  would  occasionally  impair 
nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  over  the 
entire  630-acre  area. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  two  miles  of  trails  on  630  acres  would 
be  available  for  motorized  recreation  use.  Be- 
cause of  regional  population  growth,  BLM  esti- 
mates that  motorized  recreation  use  would 
increase  to  250  VDY  from  160  VDY.  While  this  36 
percent  increase  would  periodically  lessen  the 
quality  of  motorized  recreation  opportunities  due 
to  overcrowding  on  heavy  use  periods,  the 
resource  is  generally  adequate  to  accommodate 
this  growth  without  impairing  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation. 

Conclusion:  An  estimated  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  to  250  VDY  from  160  VDY  would 
not  affect  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation 
use  on  the  two  miles  of  trails  in  the  WSA,  except 
for  some  impairment  during  heavy  use  periods. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized 
recreation  use.  Nonmotorized  recreation  ists 
would  be  subjected  to  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motorized  recreational  use,  especially  along  the 
two  miles  of  trails.  The  entire  630  acres  of  the  WSA 
would  be  affected  —  the  area  on  and  adjacent  to 
the  trails  where  motorized  vehicles  could  be  seen 
and  heard  by  nonmotorized  recreationists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  36  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  certain  uses  and  activities  could  have 
an  adverse  effect  on  one  estimated  potentially  el- 
igible National  Register  site.  The  uses  and  activ- 
ities which  could  impact  the  integrity  of  this  cul- 
tural resource  site  are  - 

—  increased  visitation  by  motorized  and  non- 
motorized  recreation  users  (including  hunt- 
ers and  hikers),  who  could  impact  the  site  by 
various  forms  of  site  use  ranging  from  casual 
disturbance  to  vandalism  or  destruction. 

—  the  construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline, 
which  could  damage  or  destroy  the  integrity 
of  the  site  by  surface  disturbance. 

Conclusion:  One  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister site  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  and  sitedestruction  result- 
ing from  increased  visitation  by  recreation  users, 
and  surface  disturbances  resulting  from  the  con- 
struction of  two  miles  of  powerline. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  construction  of 
two  miles  of  powerline  along  the  eastern  edge  of 
the  WSA  would  cause  a  loss  of  habitat  for  the  des- 
ert tortoise  by  directly  disturbing  five  acres  of 
potential  habitat. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  trails 
would  continue  to  occasionally  result  in  desert  tor- 
toise individuals  being  crushed  by  vehicles.  The 
desert  tortoise   individuals  and   their  burrows 
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(which  are  concentrated  in  wash  areas)  would  be 
crushed  in  washes  that  are  accessible  to  motor- 
ized vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  the  con- 
struction of  two  miles  of  powerline  would  destroy 
five  acres  of  potential  desert  tortoise  habitat. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  trails 
would  continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert  tor- 
toise individuals  and  their  burrows. 


Impacts  on  Utility  Corridors 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  the  two-mile  section  of  BLM- 
designated  utility  corridor  that  traverses  the  WSA 
would  not  be  included  in  a  designated  wilderness. 
Consequently,  construction  of  a  projected  power- 
line  within  this  section  would  proceed  as  planned. 

Conclusion:  Construction  of  a  projected  power- 
line  in  the  section  of  designated  corridor  that  tra- 
verses the  WSA  would  proceed  as  planned. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  of  solitude,  naturalness  and 
primitive  recreation  would  be  impaired  over  100 
percent  of  the  unit  by  motorized  recreation  use 
and  powerline  construction. 

Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

In  the  long  term,  the  area's  naturalness  would 
be  impaired  by  continued  motorized  recreation 
use  and  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  a 
powerline. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

The  wilderness  values  of  solitude,  naturalness 
and  primitive  recreation  would  be  irretrievably 
impaired  in  the  area  of  powerline  construction. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
all  630  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-1). 


Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  630  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  over  the  entire  area  because 
powerline  construction  and  motorized  recreation 
use  would  be  precluded. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  powerline  construction  within  the 
half-mile-wide  corridor  that  overlaps  the  area's 
eastern  boundary  would  maintain  the  wilderness 
value  of  naturalness.  Two  miles  of  towers  and 
lines  would  not  be  installed,  and  five  acres  of  vege- 
tation and  soil  disturbance  from  motorized  equip- 
ment use  would  not  occur  within  the  corridor. 


Solitude 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  two 
miles  of  trails  would  enhance  opportunities  forsol- 
itude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see  or  hear 
motorized  vehicles  on  the  630  acres  of  the  WSA 
presently  subject  to  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  40  to  50  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  over 
the  entire  area. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  in  the  portions  of  the  utility  cor- 
ridor that  overlap  the  area's  eastern  boundary 
would  maintain  opportunities  forsolitude.  Wilder- 
ness users  would  not  see  or  hear  the  motorized 
equipment  that  is  used  for  these  activities  within 
the  630-acre  area. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  two 
miles  of  trails  would  enhance  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  minimiz- 
ing the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters  with  motor- 
ized vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  maintain  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  prevent- 
ing visitor  encounters  with  motorized  equipment 
and  work  crews  within  the  WSA. 
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Special  Features 

Impacts  on  the  desert  tortoise  are  described  in 
the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
across  630  acres  (1 00  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  eli  no- 
mating  motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of 
trails  and  precluding  the  construction  and  main- 
tenance of  two  miles  of  powerline. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  40  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  630  acres  and  close  two  miles  of  trails 
within  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area  of  an  esti- 
mated 160  VDY  of  motorized  recreation  use  would 
result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  two  miles  of  trails 
within  the  WSA,  some  of  the  displaced  motorized 
recreation  users  could  find  comparable  opportu- 
nities on  nearby  areas  of  public  land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  two  miles  of  trails  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportuni- 
ties for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  the  elimi- 
nation of  motorized  recreation  use  would 
enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation on  630  acres  within  the  WSA  (100  percent 
of  the  unit)  by  eliminating  the  sights  and  sounds 
of  motorized  recreation  use  along  two  miles  of 
trails. 

Precluding  construction  and  maintenanceactiv- 
ities  along  two  miles  of  powerline  would  preserve 
opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  on 
all  630  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
on  all  630  acres  in  the  WSA  by  eliminating  motor- 
ized recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  trails  and  pre- 
cluding construction  and  maintenance  activities 
along  two  miles  of  powerline. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  one  estimated  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by: 

—  closing  two  miles  of  trails  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use  within  the  WSA,  which  would  res- 
trict public  access  to  the  site;  and 

—  precluding  the  construction  of  two  miles  of 
powerline,  which  would  reduce  surface  dis- 
turbances that  could  otherwise  impact  the 
site. 

Together  these  measures  would  help  prevent 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruction  to 
this  cultural  resource  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  the  site. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  two  miles  of  trails  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  and  precluding  the  construc- 
tion of  two  miles  of  powerline. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  five 
acres  of  potential  desert  tortoise  habitat  by  pre- 
cluding surface  disturbances  from  the  construc- 
tion of  two  miles  of  powerline. 

Closing  two  miles  of  trails  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  provide  further  protection  for  the 
desert  tortoise  by  minimizing  the  potential  of  in- 
dividual tortoises  and  burrows  being  crushed  by 
vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  five  acres  of  potential  desert  tor- 
toise habitat  by  precluding  surface  disturbances 
from  the  construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline 
in  the  area.  It  would  also  minimize  the  crushing 
of  desert  tortoise  individuals  and  burrows  by 
motor  vehicles  by  closing  two  miles  of  trails  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 
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Impacts  on  Utility  Corridors 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  a  two-mile 
section  of  BLM-designated  utility  corridor  would 
be  included  in  the  630-acre  area  designated  as  wil- 
derness. This  section  would  consequently  be 
closed  to  any  new  utility  construction. 

Closing  the  two-mile  section  of  designated  util- 
ity corridor  at  the  eastern  edge  of  the  WSA  would 
require  rerouting  a  projected  powerline  to  the 
east  of  the  WSA.  This  rerouting  would  probably 
cross  the  adjacent  Fort  Mohave  Indian  Reserva- 
tion, which  could  lead  to  land  use  conflicts  that 
would  delay  or  stop  construction  of  the  power- 
line. 

Conclusion:  Closing  a  two-mile  section  of  desig- 
nated utility  corridor  within  the  WSA  could 
adversely  impact  the  construction  of  a  projected 
powerline  by  forcing  rerouting  of  the  powerline 
across  the  adjacent  Fort  Mohave  Indian  Reserva- 
tion. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


CHEMEHUEVI  MOUNTAINS 

ADDITION 

(AZ-050-03)  -  195  Acres 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  the  entire 
195  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-2). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness  alternative 
would  not  provide  management  protection  for 
wilderness  values  in  the  195-acre  WSA.  Over  the 
long  term,  wilderness  values  in  the  entire  area 
would  be  adversely  impacted  by  pipeline  con- 
struction and  development  of  a  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation riprap  quarry. 

Naturalness 

Construction  of  one  mile  of  pipeline  in  the  des- 
ignated corridor  which  overlaps  the  area's  north- 
ern boundary  would  impair  naturalness  on  ap- 
proximately 2.5  acres  by  removing  vegetation  and 
surface  soils.  The  surface  disturbances  in  this 
area  would  result  from  the  use  of  motorized  equip- 


ment. In  addition,  the  visibility  of  the  surface  dis- 
turbances would  impair  the  visitor's  perception  of 
naturalness  over  the  entire  195-acre  WSA. 

Development  of  a  new  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
quarry  and  haul  road  in  the  eastern  part  of  the 
WSA  would  disturb  the  natural  character  of 
approximately  85  acres  by  removing  surface  soils 
and  vegetation  and  recontouring  the  landscape. 
During  the  life  of  the  quarry  operations,  the  dis- 
turbances would  involve  motorized  equipment, 
riprap  piles,  a  quarry  pit,  access  roads  and  struc- 
tures. Following  abandonment  of  the  operations, 
the  quarry  pit  would  remain.  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or  impaired  on 
all  195  acres  within  the  WSA  because  of  sights 
and  sounds  from  the  operations. 


Solitude 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation from  10  to  20  VDY  would  increase  the  pos- 
sibility of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  forsolitude  within 
the  area. 

Pipeline  construction  and  maintenance  activi- 
ties would  periodically  and  temporarily  impair 
opportunities  for  solitude.  Wilderness  users 
would  be  likely  to  see  or  hear  motorized  equip- 
ment and  work  crews  within  the  entire  195-acre 
WSA  during  construction  and  maintenance  peri- 
ods. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  the  development  of  a 
riprap  quarry  and  haul  road  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  solitude  on  the  85  acres  disturbed  by 
quarry  operations,  as  well  as  on  the  entire 
195-acre  WSA.  The  sights  and  sounds  associated 
with  the  quarry  would  include  noise  and  dust  from 
motorized  equipment,  vehicular  traffic,  and 
human  activity  at  the  operations  and  along  the 
haul  road. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Pipeline  construction  and  maintenance  activi- 
ties and  their  associated  motorized  equipment 
usage  would  impair  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  by  causing  visitor 
encounters  with  work  crews  and  motorized  equip- 
ment over  the  entire  1 95-acre  WSA.  Such  impacts 
would  be  temporary  in  nature,  with  the  mainte- 
nance activities  usually  covering  less  than  one 
week  per  year. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  approximately  85 
acres  at  the  eastern  end  of  the  area  because  of 
quarry  development.  This  loss  would  continue  for 
the  life  of  the  quarry  operations.  In  addition, 
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sights  and  sounds  associated  with  quarry  devel- 
opment would  impair  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreational  opportunities  over  the  entire 
195-acre  WSA. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  the  desert  tortoise  are  described  in 
the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities along  one  mile  of  pipeline  and  operations  at 
an  85-acre  quarry  would  cause  a  loss  or  impair- 
ment of  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  sol- 
itude and  primitive  recreation  on  195  acres  (100 
percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  10  to  20  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  construction  of  a  new  pipeline  and 
maintenance  activities  along  the  pipeline  right-of- 
way  would  require  use  of  motorized  equipment, 
which  would  occasionally  impair  nonmotorized 


recreation  opportunities  over  the  entire  195-acre 
area. 

Operations  at  a  new  riprap  quarry  would  also 
impair  nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities 
over  195  acres  (100  percent  of  the  unit),  including 
the  85  acres  occupied  by  the  quarry. 

Conclusion:  Construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities along  one  mile  of  pipeline  and  operations  at 
an  85-acre  quarry  would  impair  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation opportunities  over  the  entire  195-acre 
area. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  certain  uses  and  activities  could  have 
an  adverse  effect  on  one  estimated  potentially  el- 
igible National  Register  site.  The  uses  and  activ- 
ities which  could  impact  the  integrity  of  this  cul- 
tural resource  site  include  construction  of  one 
mile  of  pipeline  and  the  development  of  an 
85-acre  riprap  quarry,  both  of  which  could 
destroy  the  integrity  of  the  site  by  surface  disturb- 
ance. 

Conclusion:  One  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister site  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  surface 
disturbances  resulting  from  the  construction  of 
one  mile  of  pipeline  and  the  development  of  an 
85-acre  quarry. 


View  south  to  Chemehuevi  Mountains  Addition  WSA 
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Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  construction  of 
one  mile  of  pipeline  along  the  northern  edge  of 
the  WSA  and  the  development  of  an  85-acre 
riprap  quarry  would  cause  a  loss  of  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise  by  directly  disturbing  approxi- 
mately 87.5  acres  of  potential  habitat. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  the  con- 
struction of  one  mile  of  pipeline  and  the  develop- 
ment of  an  85-acre  quarry  would  destroy  approx- 
imately 87.5  acres  of  potential  desert  tortoise 
habitat. 


Impacts  on  Uses  of  Withdrawn  Land 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  existing  Bureau  of  Reclamation  with- 
drawals on  the  entire  195-acre  area  would  remain 
intact.  As  a  result,  the  USBR  could  develop  a  new 
85-acre  riprap  quarry  in  the  area. 

Development  of  a  quarry  within  the  WSA  would 
help  to  ensure  a  constant  supply  of  riprap  for 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  front  work  and  levee  main- 
tenance along  the  Lower  Colorado  River. 

Conclusion:  Development  of  a  projected  85-acre 
riprap  quarry  would  help  to  ensure  a  constant  sup- 
ply of  riprap  for  Bureau  of  Reclamation  opera- 
tions along  the  Lower  Colorado  River. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

The  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  would  be 
lost  on  approximately  87.5  acres,  and  the  wilder- 
ness values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  would  be  impaired  on  all  of  the  area  as 
a  result  of  construction  of  a  new  pipeline  and  the 
quarrying  of  riprap. 


Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

The  wilderness  values  of  naturalnessand  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
would  be  irretrievably  lost  due  to  pipeline  con- 
struction and  quarry  development. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
all  195  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-2). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  195  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  over  the  entire  area  would  benefit  because 
pipeline  construction  and  the  projected  develop- 
ment of  one  quarry  would  be  precluded. 

Naturalness 

Precluding  pipeline  construction  within  the  por- 
tion of  the  designated  corridor  that  overlaps  the 
area's  northern  boundary  would  maintain  the  wil- 
derness value  of  naturalness.  Vegetation  and  soil 
disturbance  resulting  from  motorized  equipment 
use  would  not  occur  on  2.5  acres  within  the  cor- 
ridor. 

Precluding  the  development  of  one  riprap 
quarry  would  benefit  the  preservation  of  natural 
values  on  approximately  85  acres  by  preventing 
the  soil  and  vegetation  removal  and  landscape 
recontouring  that  would  result  from  quarry  oper- 
ations on  the  lands.  The  quarry  pit,  structures, 
motorized  equipment,  access  roads  and  other 
types  of  developments  would  not  be  allowed  to 
occur. 


Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

In  the  long  term,  the  area's  naturalness  would 
be  impaired  by  construction  of  a  pipeline  and 
quarrying  for  riprap  (which  would  result  in  re- 
moval of  the  stone  to  other  areas). 


Solitude 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  10  to  20  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  over 
the  entire  area. 

Precluding  pipeline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  in  the  portion  of  the  utility  corri- 
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dor  that  overlaps  the  area's  northern  boundary 
would  maintain  opportunities forsolitude.  Wilder- 
ness users  would  not  see  or  hear  the  motorized 
equipment  that  is  used  for  these  activities  within 
the  195-acre  WSA. 

Precluding  one  riprap  quarry  operation  on 
approximately  85  acres  would  maintain  opportu- 
nities for  solitude  over  all  195  acres  within  the 
WSA.  If  the  quarry  was  developed  it  would  cause 
additional  dust,  noise,  human  activity  and  vehic- 
ular traffic  within  the  WSA. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  pipeline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  maintain  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  prevent- 
ing visitor  encounters  with  motorized  equipment 
and  work  crews  within  the  WSA. 

Precluding  development  of  a  riprap  quarry  at 
the  eastern  end  of  the  WSA  would  preserve  oppor- 
tunities for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
on  approximately  85  acres,  and  sustain  these 
opportunities  over  the  entire  195-acre  area. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  the  desert  tortoise  are  described  in 
the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  under  the  All 
Wilderness  alternative  would  enhance  and  main- 
tain the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  across  1 95  acres  (1 00  per- 
cent of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  the  construction 
and  maintenance  of  one  mile  of  pipeline  and  the 
development  of  an  85-acre  riprap  quarry. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  10  to  20  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  the  construction  of  one  mile  of  pipe- 
line and  the  development  of  an  85-acre  quarry 
would  maintain  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  all  195  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  maintained  on  all  195  acres 
in  the  WSA  by  precluding  the  construction  of  one 
mile  of  pipeline  and  the  development  of  an 
85-acre  quarry  in  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  one  estimated  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  precluding  the  construction  of 
one  mile  of  pipeline  and  the  development  of  an 
85-acre  quarry  within  the  area. 

Precluding  pipeline  construction  and  the 
quarry  development  would  help  prevent  surface 
disturbances,  which  could  destroy  the  integrity  of 
the  site. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  site  destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  site  by  precluding  the  construc- 
tion of  one  mile  of  pipeline  and  the  development 
of  an  85-acre  quarry. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately 87.5  acres  of  potential  desert  tortoise  hab- 
itat by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from  the 
construction  of  one  mile  of  pipeline  and  the  devel- 
opment of  an  85-acre  quarry. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  87.5  acres  of  poten- 
tial desert  tortoise  habitat  by  precluding  surface 
disturbances  from  the  construction  of  one  mile  of 
pipeline  and  the  development  of  an  85-acre 
quarry. 


Impacts  on  Uses  of  Withdrawn  Land 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  existing 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawals  would  be 
revoked  through  wilderness  designation  of  the  en- 
tire 195-acre  area.  As  a  result,  the  USBR  would 
be  prohibited  from  developing  a  new  85-acre 
riprap  quarry. 

Precluding  development  of  the  quarry  through 
the  revocation  of  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdra- 
wals within  the  area  could  result  in  disruptions  in 
the  supply  of  riprap  for  front  work  and  levee  main- 
tenance along  the  Lower  Colorado  River,  and 
create  a  need  to  develop  new  quarry  sites  else- 
where. 

Conclusion:  Precluding  the  development  of  a  pro- 
jected USBR  quarry  site  could  disrupt  the  supply 
of  riprap  for  Bureau  of  Reclamation  operations 
along  the  Lower  Colorado  River. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 
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CHEMEHUEVI/NEEDLES 

ADDITION 
(AZ-050-04)  -  960  Acres 

Proposed  Action/All  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  designate  all  960 
acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-2). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/ All  Wilderness  alternative 
would  provide  long-term  management  protection 
for  wilderness  values  on  960  acres  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation 
activities  in  the  Chemehuevi/Needles  Addition 
would  remain  unchanged  under  the  Proposed 
Action/All  Wilderness  alternative.  The  area  would 
remain  closed  to  motorized  recreation  use  under 
existing  management  prescriptions,  causing  no 
change  from  the  present  situation. 

Visitor  use  would  increase  (from  10  VDY  to  20 
VDY),  but  would  remain  nonmotorized. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  not  change  under  the  Proposed 
Action/All  Wilderness  alternative. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Naturalness 

None  of  the  projected  uses  or  management 
actions  would  impact  the  natural  character  of  the 
WSA. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

None. 


Solitude 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  10  to  20  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

None  of  the  projected  uses  or  management 
actions  would  impact  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  in  the  WSA. 


Special  Features 

None  of  the  uses  or  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  underthe  Proposed  Action/ All  Wil- 
derness alternative  would  affect  desert  tortoise 
habitat  within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  main- 
tain the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness  and  prim- 
itive recreation  across  960  acres  (100  percent  of 
the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  10  to  20  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

No  change  from  present. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

No  change  from  present. 

No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return  all 
960  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-2). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  Alternative,  none  of 
the  wilderness  values  on  960  acres  would  receive 
the  management  protection  provided  by  wilder- 
ness designation.  Over  the  long  term,  wilderness 
values  would  experience  minimal  adverse 
impacts,  as  the  WSA  has  no  ORV  access  under 
present  RMP  management  prescriptions. 
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Naturalness 

None  of  the  projected  uses  or  management 
actions  would  impact  the  natural  character  of  the 
WSA. 


Solitude 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation from  10  to  20  VDY  would  increase  the  pos- 
sibility of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  forsolitude  within 
the  area. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

None  of  the  projected  uses  or  management 
actions  would  impact  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  in  the  WSA. 


Special  Features 

None  of  the  uses  and  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  under  the  No  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  affect  desert  tortoise  habitat  within  the 
WSA. 

Conclusion:  Due  to  the  area's  isolation  and  lack 
of  motorized  recreation  access  and  anticipated 
actions,  no  loss  or  impairment  of  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness  and  primitive  recreation  is 
expected  on  960  acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  10  to  20  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


NEEDLES  EASTERN  ADDITION 
(AZ-050-05B)  -  465  Acres 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  465  acres  to 
other  resource  uses  (Map  2-3). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  not  provide  management  protection 
for  wilderness  values  in  the  465-acre  WSA.  Over 
the  long  term,  wilderness  values  in  the  entire  area 
would  be  adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 


Naturalness 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  one-half  mile 
(0.6  acre)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA  would 
continue  to  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natural- 
ness. With  continued  motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehi- 
cle ways  would  not  revegetate  or  recontour 
through  natural  processes.  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  consequently  be 
impaired  over  the  entire  465-acre  area  —  includ- 
ing the  immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the 
larger  area  from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  vis- 
ible. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation 
activities  in  the  Chemehuevi/Needles  Addition 
would  remain  unchanged  under  the  No  Wilder- 
ness alternative.  The  area  would  remain  closed  to 
motorized  vehicle  use  under  existing  manage- 
ment prescriptions,  causing  no  change  from  the 
present  situation. 

Visitor  use  would  increase  (from  10  VDY  to  20 
VDY),  but  would  remain  nonmotorized. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  not  change  under  the  No 
Wilderness  alternative. 

Wo  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Solitude 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  one  mile  of  vehicle  ways  and  trails  would 
continue  to  impair  opportunities  for  solitude.  Vis- 
itors would  see  or  hear  the  motorized  vehicles  that 
use  these  ways  and  trails  on  all  465  acres  of  the 
WSA. 

The  projected  increases  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  45  to  90  VDY  and  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from  5  to  10  VDY  would  increase 
the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreation- 
ists, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude 
within  the  area. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  and  trails  would  continue  to  impair  oppor- 
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tunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
due  to  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehicles 
within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  45  to  90  VDY  would  increase  the  likeli- 
hood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  the  WSA. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Hab- 
itat for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  and  trails  would  continue  to 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  soli- 
tude and  primitive  recreation  on  465  acres  (100 
percent  of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use  from  45  to  90  VDY  would 
further  impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  in  this  area. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  5  to  10  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the   Proposed  Action/No    Wilderness 
alternative,  one  mile  of  vehicle  ways  and  trails  on 


465  acres  would  be  available  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use.  Because  of  regional  population  growth, 
BLM  estimates  that  motorized  recreation  use 
would  increase  to  90  VDY  from  45  VDY.  While  this 
100  percent  increase  would  periodically  lessen 
motorized  recreation  opportunities  due  to  over- 
crowding on  heavy  use  periods,  the  resource  is 
generally  adequate  to  accommodate  this  growth 
without  impairing  opportunities  for  motorized  rec- 
reation. 

Conclusion:  An  estimated  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  to  90  VDY  from  45  VDY  would  not 
affect  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use 
on  the  one  mile  of  vehicle  ways  and  trails  in  the 
WSA,  except  for  some  impairment  during  heavy 
use  periods. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized 
recreation  use.  Nonmotorized  recreation  ists 
would  be  subjected  to  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motorized  recreational  use,  especially  along  the 
one  mile  of  vehicle  ways  and  trails.  An  estimated 
465  acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA)  would  be 
affected  —  the  area  on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle 
ways  and  trails  where  motorized  vehicles  could  be 
seen  and  heard  by  nonmotorized  recreationists. 
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Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  100  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  465 
acres  (1 00  percent  of  the  WSA)  because  of  motor- 
ized recreation  use.  These  opportunities  would  be 
further  impaired  by  a  100  percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  Proposed  Act ion  /No  Wilderness 
alternative,  one  estimated  potentially  eligible  Na- 
tional Register  site  would  not  receive  protection 
provided  by  wilderness  designation.  Over  the 
long  term,  this  site  could  experience  adverse 
impacts  from  increased  visitation  by  motorized 
and  nonmotorized  recreation  users.  The  resulting 
impacts  would  include  artifact  theft  and  various 
forms  of  site  use  ranging  from  casual  disturbance 
to  vandalism  or  destruction. 

Conclusion:  One  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister site  within  the  WSA  could  be  adversely 
impacted  by  casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site 
destruction  resulting  from  increased  visitation  by 
recreation  users. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  existing  surface  disturbances  on  one- 
half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  (which  cover  0.6  acre  of 
crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat)  would  not  revege- 
tate  because  of  continued  motorized  recreation 
use.  As  a  result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
that  is  affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not 
be  rehabilitated. 

Conclusion:  Continued  motorized  recreation  use 
on  one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude 
rehabilitation  of  0.6  acre  of  surface  disturbance 
in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  of  solitude,  naturalness  and 
primitive  recreation  would  be  impaired  over  100 
percent  of  the  unit  by  motorized  recreation  use. 


Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  would 
impair  the  area's  naturalness  in  the  long  term. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

No  change  from  present. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
465  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-3). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  465  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  over  the  entire  area  because 
motorized  recreation  use  would  be  precluded. 

Naturalness 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  one- 
half  mile  (0.6  acre)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without 
motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revege- 
tate  and  recontour  through  natural  processes. 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  the  entire  465-acre  WSA  —  includ- 
ing the  immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the 
larger  area  from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  vis- 
ible. 


Solitude 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  one 
mile  of  vehicle  ways  and  trails  would  enhance 
opportunities  for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors 
would  not  see  or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the 
465  acres  of  the  WSA  presently  subject  to  the 
sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  5  to  50  VDY  would  increase  the  pos- 
sibility of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  over 
the  entire  area. 
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Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  one 
mile  of  vehicle  ways  and  trails  would  enhance 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ation by  minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor 
encounters  with  motorized  vehicles  within  the 
WSA. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Hab- 
itat for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
across  465  acres  (1 00  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  elim- 
inating motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  and  trails. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  5  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  465  acres  and  close  one  mile  of  ve- 
hicle ways  and  trails  within  the  WSA.  The  loss  in 
this  area  of  an  estimated  45  VDY  of  motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  one  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  and  trails  within  the  WSA,  some  of  the  dis- 
placed motorized  recreation  users  could  find  com- 
parable opportunities  on  nearby  areas  of  public 
land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  one  mile  of  vehicle  ways  and 
trails  to  motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate 
all  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use 
within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  the  elimi- 
nation of  motorized  recreation  use  would 
enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation on  465  acres  within  the  WSA  (100  percent 
of  the  unit)  by  eliminating  the  sights  and  sounds 
of  motorized  recreation  use  along  one  mile  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  trails.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activ- 
ities that  would  benefit  from  these  actions  include 
day  hiking,  rockhounding  and  small  game  hunt- 
ing. 


Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  on  all  465  acres 
in  the  WSA  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation 
use  on  one  mile  of  vehicle  ways  and  trails. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  one  estimated  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  one  mile  of  vehicle  ways 
and  trails  to  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
WSA.  This  measure  would  reduce  the  possibility 
of  vandalism  and  casual  disturbance  to  the  site  by 
restricting  its  accessibility. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism  and  casual  disturbance  at  one 
potentially  eligible  National  Register  site  by  clos- 
ing one  mile  of  vehicle  ways  and  trails  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  afford  wil- 
derness protection  for  465  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  0.6  acre  of  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat  would  be  rehabilitated 
as  the  result  of  closing  one-half  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  within  the  area.  Without  motor  vehicle  use, 
the  disturbances  caused  by  these  vehicle  ways 
would  revegetate  in  the  long  term. 

Conc/usion:  Closing  one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use  would  allow  rehabil- 
itation of  0.6  acre  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
through  revegetation  of  existing  surface  disturb- 
ances. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


CROSSMAN  PEAK 
(AZ-050-07B)  -  38,630  Acres 

Proposed  Action/Partial 
Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Crossman  Peak 
WSA  would  designate  30,165  acres  as  wilderness 
and  8,465  acres  for  other  resource  uses.  This  al- 
ternative differs  from  the  All  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive in  that  boundary  adjustments  would  allow  for 
a  500-foot  powerline  right-of-way  along  the  west- 
ern boundary,  but  retain  the  highest  quality  lands 
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that  include  most  of  the  designated  Crossman 
Peak  Natural  Scenic  Area  (Map  2-4). 

Under  this  alterna  tive  the  folio  wing  en  vironmen- 
tal  consequences  are  anticipated. 


Area  Proposed  for  Wilderness 
Designation 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  provide  long-term  management  pro- 
tection for  wilderness  values  on  30,165  acres  of 
the  WSA.  Wilderness  values  would  benefit  in  cer- 
tain areas  because  motorized  recreation  use, 
three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  two  anticipated  mining  ventures  would 
be  precluded.  Five  underground  mines,  on  mining 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights,  would  be  devel- 
oped within  the  wilderness  in  a  manner  affecting 
wilderness  values  —  however,  this  use  would 
occur  under  all  alternatives. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  would  benefit  the  preservation  of 
natural  values  on  approximately  six  acres  by  pre- 


venting soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized 
equipment. 

Precluding  the  development  of  two  moderate 
sized  underground  mines  by  withdrawal  of  the 
area  from  mineral  entry  would  benefit  the  preser- 
vation of  natural  values  on  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 1 00  acres.  The  soil  and  vegetation  removal 
and  landscape  recontouring  that  would  result 
from  mining  operations  would  be  prevented  on 
the  lands.  Mine  tunnels,  structures,  motorized 
equipment,  access  roads  and  other  types  of  devel- 
opments would  not  be  allowed  to  occur. 

Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road 
construction  for  the  five  underground  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  directly  im- 
pair naturalness  on  a  total  of  approximately  160 
acres  by  removing  surface  soils  and  vegetation, 
and  recontouring  the  landscape.  All  of  these 
mines  would  be  in  the  upper  drainages  of  the 
area's  interior.  During  the  life  of  the  mining  oper- 
ations, the  disturbances  would  involve  mine  tun- 
nels, structures,  motorized  equipment,  tailings 
piles  and  access  roads.  Following  abandonment 
of  the  operations  and  reclamation,  the  disturb- 
ances would  involve  only  small  areas  around  the 
tunnels  (covering  not  more  than  one  acre  each). 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
lost  or  impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  oper- 
ations on  approximately  900  acres  —  where  the 
operations  would  be  visible  within  the  designated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 


View  northeast  to  Crossman  Peak,  Crossman  Peak  WSA 
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Eliminating  all  notorized  recreation  use  on  10.5 
miles  (12.6  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without 
motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revege- 
tate  and  recontour  through  natural  processes. 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  2,100  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

The  natural  character  of  one  acre  would  be  dis- 
turbed by  construction  of  a  dam  or  pothole  wild- 
life water  catchment.  Soil  and  plants  would  be 
removed  during  construction  to  accommodate 
the  facilities,  but  would  be  reused  to  help  conceal 
the  development.  The  man-made  structures 
would  remain  on-site  indefinitely,  but  would 
blend  in  with  their  surroundings  through  design 
and  placement  considerations.  The  surrounding 
construction  area  would  be  revegetated  and 
recontoured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place. 
The  visibility  of  the  catchment  would  reduce  the 
visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  on  approxi- 
mately 10  acres  surrounding  the  facilities. 


Solitude 

Precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
solitude  during  the  time  when  exploration  would 
otherwise  have  taken  place. 

Precluding  two  underground  mining  opera- 
tions on  100  acres  would  maintain  opportunities 
for  solitude  over  approximately  600  acres.  If  these 
mines  were  developed  they  would  cause  addi- 
tional dust,  noise,  human  activity  and  vehicular 
traffic  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  WSA,  sights  and  sounds  from  the  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  five  underground  mines 
and  1 .5  miles  of  access  road  would  result  in  a  loss 
of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be  noticeable  on  the 
160  acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations  and  on 
approximately  900  acres  immediately  surround- 
ing the  operations,  and  would  continue  for  the  life 
of  the  mines.  The  sights  and  sounds  associated 
with  the  mines  would  include  noise  and  dust  from 
motorized  equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and 
human  activity  at  the  operations  and  along  the 
access  roads.  The  rugged  system  of  drainages 
and  ridges  would  effectively  screen  the  mines 
(which  are  in  the  interior  drainages)  from  visitors 
at  the  mountain  base. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  2,100  acres  of 


the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA  presently  sub- 
ject to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  250  to  2,000  VDY  would  increase 
the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreation- 
ists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude 
—  especially  in  the  interior  drainages. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  during  those 
periods  when  such  activity  would  otherwise 
occur. 

Precluding  the  development  of  two  moderate 
sized  underground  mines  in  the  upper  drainages 
of  the  area's  interior  would  preserve  opportunities 
forprimitiveand  unconfined  recreation  on  approx- 
imately 100  acres,  and  maintain  these  opportuni- 
ties over  an  additional  600  acres. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 160  acres  in  the  upper  drainages  of  the 
area's  interior  because  of  the  development  of  five 
underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights.  This  loss  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the 
mining  operations.  Sights  and  sounds  associated 
with  development  and  operation  of  the  five  mines 
and  1 .5  miles  of  vehicle  access  would  impair  prim- 
itive and  unconfined  recreational  opportunities 
on  approximately  900  acres  immediately  sur- 
rounding the  mining  operations.  These  impacts 
would  primarily  affect  opportunities  for  activities 
involving  foot  travel  in  the  area's  interior.  Out- 
standing opportunities  for  activities  involving  foot 
and  horseback  travel  would  still  be  available  over 
the  remainder  of  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  thedesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 


Special  Features 

None  of  the  uses  and  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  underthe  Proposed  Action/ Partial 
Wilderness  alternative  would  affect  the  value  of 
the  portion  of  Crossman  Peak  within  the  desig- 
nated area  as  a  scenic  backdrop  for  Lake  Havasu 
City.  Despite  wilderness  designation,  five  under- 
ground mines  and  1 .5  miles  of  access  roads  would 
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be  developed.  However,  the  location  of  these 
mines  in  the  upper  drainages  would  be  such  that 
the  rugged  system  of  drainages  and  ridges  would 
effectively  screen  the  view  of  these  developments 
from  the  neighboring  Lake  Havasu  City  area. 

Impacts  to  the  stand  of  single  leaf  pinyon  pines 
and  the  Joshua  trees  of  the  Mohave-Sonoran  tran- 
sition would  be  negligible  under  this  alternative. 
Because  of  the  area's  rugged  terrain,  the  possibil- 
ity of  substantial  vandalism  by  recreation  users 
(even  under  projected  use  levels)  is  considered 
remote.  Moreover,  the  mining  activity  that  is  antic- 
ipated under  the  alternative  would  be  situated 
such  as  to  cause  minimal  disturbance  to  these 
plant  communities. 

Impacts  on  cultural  resource  sites  and  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  are  described  respectively  in  the 
analyses  of  impacts  on  Cultural  Resources  and 
Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude,  and  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
29,255  acres  (97  percent  of  the  designated  portion 
of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  three  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  two  moderate 
sized  underground  mining  operations,  and  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  five  underground  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  approxi- 
mately 900  acres  (three  percent  of  the  designated 
area). 

Construction  of  one  dam  or  pothole  wildlife 
water  catchment  would  impair  the  wilderness 
value  of  naturalness  on  approximately  10  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  250  to  2,000  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  designated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  26,015  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial 
Wilderness  alternative  would  result  in  curtailment 
of  three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams (covering  a  total  of  approximately  6  acres) 
and  the  denial  of  two  projected  moderate  sized 
mines  (covering  a  total  of  approximately  100 
acres).  Because  of  this  denial  of  mining  activities, 
the  gold  and  tungsten  resources  in  the  area  would 
not  be  fully  evaluated  and  developed. 


Some  of  the  gold  and  tungsten  resources  within 
the  area  are  projected  to  be  developed  at  two 
small  mines  and  three  moderate  sized  mines  (cov- 
ering a  total  of  approximately  160  acres),  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Nonfederal  mineral  estate  on  4,150  acres  within 
the  designated  area  would  not  be  affected  by 
withdrawal.  (See  Appendix  E.) 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  26,015  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  devel- 
opment of  gold  and  tungsten  resources  within  the 
designated  area  by  curtailing  three  comprehen- 
sive mineral  exploration  programs  and  denying 
two  projected  mines. 

Some  of  the  gold  and  tungsten  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  developed  at  five  projected 
mines,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  wilderness  designation  would  pro- 
hibit motorized  recreation  use  on  30,165  acres 
and  close  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  des- 
ignated portion  of  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area 
of  an  estimated  1,000  VDY  of  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  10.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA, 
some  of  the  displaced  motorized  recreation  users 
could  find  comparable  opportunities  on  the  2.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  accessing  the  8,465-acre 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  or  on  nearby 
areas  of  public  land  outside  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Closing  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  the  development  of  two  mod- 
erate sized  underground  mines  under  the  Pro- 
posed Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alternative 
would  preserve  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  a  total  of  approximately  600 
acres  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approximately  900 
acres  by  sights  and  soundsfrom  mining,  construc- 
tion and  traffic  at  five  mines  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights. 
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The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  approximately  2,100  acres 
within  the  area  by  eliminating  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use  along  10.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways.  Nonmotorized  recreation 
activities  that  would  benefit  from  these  actions 
include  horseback  riding,  day  hiking,  sightseeing, 
overnight  backpacking,  wildlife  observation  and 
photography. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
across  approximately  29,265  acres  (97  percent  of 
the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding 
three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  two  underground  mines,  and  by  elim- 
inating motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately  900 
acres  by  the  development  of  five  underground 
mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pro- 
vide additional  protection  for  four  known  poten- 
tially eligible  National  Register  sites  by: 

—  closing  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  within  the  designated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA,  which  would  limit  public 
access  to  these  four  sites;  and 

—  precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  two  moderate 
sized  underground  mining  operations,  which 
would  reduce  surface  disturbances  that 
could  otherwise  impact  these  sites. 

Together  these  measures  would  help  prevent 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruction  of 
the  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  these  four  sites. 

Surface  disturbances  on  approximately  160 
acres  from  the  development  of  five  underground 
mines  (on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights)  could 
destroy  the  integrity  of  one  or  more  of  these  four 
sites. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  four  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  sites  by  closing  10.5  miles  of  vehicle 


ways  to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  by  preclud- 
ing three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the 
development  of  two  underground  mines  within 
the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
five  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  could  cause  site  destruction  at  one  or 
more  of  these  four  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Native  American  Values 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  bene- 
fit Native  American  values  over  most  of  the  Cross- 
man  Peak  area  through  the  following  actions: 

—  preventing  surface  disturbance  on  approxi- 
mately 100  acres  by  precluding  the  develop- 
ment of  two  moderate  sized  underground 
mines 

—  allowing  the  revegetation  of  12.6  acres  of 
existing  surface  disturbance  by  closing  10.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation 
use 

—  eliminating  25  VDY  of  motorized  recreation 
use  from  the  area. 

These  actions  would  benefit  the  cultural  and 
natural  conditions  considered  necessary  for  main- 
taining Native  American  values  on  Crossman 
Peak  by  reducing  the  possibility  of  casual  disturb- 
ance, vandalism,  surface  destruction  and  the  intro- 
duction of  unnatural  objects  or  features  into  the 
area. 

Surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 160  acres  from  the  development  of  five 
underground  mines  (on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights)  would  adversely  impactthe  natural  and  cul- 
tural conditions  associated  with  Native  American 
values  in  the  Crossman  Peak  area. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  bene- 
fit the  natural  and  cultural  conditions  considered 
necessary  to  maintain  Native  American  tradi- 
tional values  associated  with  Crossman  Peak  by 
precluding  the  development  of  two  underground 
mines  and  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use 
on  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  desig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
five  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would  impair  the  natural  and  cultural 
conditions  associated  with  Native  American  tradi- 
tional values  in  the  Crossman  Peak  area. 
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Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  place  21 ,770  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA  under  wilderness 
designation. 

Within  the  designated  area,  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  would  benefit  from:  1)  the  preven- 
tion of  habitat  loss  resulting  from  surface  disturb- 
ance, and  2)  the  long-term  rehabilitation  of  hab- 
itat through  revegetation  of  existing  surface 
disturbance.  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
clude three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  the  development  of  two  under- 
ground mines  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat, 
thus  preventing  approximately  106  acres  of  sur- 
face disturbance.  Existing  surface  disturbance  on 
3.6  acres  would  revegetate  as  a  result  of  closing 
three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  habitat  area 
to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  on  a  total  of 
approximately  160  acres  would  be  lost  because 
of  surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
five  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  1 06  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface  dis- 
turbance from  three  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  the  development  of  two  underground 
mines,  and  allow  rehabilitation  of  existing  surface 
disturbance  on  3.6  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  by  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
five  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 1 60  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  1 06  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  night  lizard,  desert  tor- 
toise, Gila  monster,  Gilbert's  skink,  bald  eagle 
and  peregrine  falcon  by  precluding  six  acres  of 
surface  disturbance  from  three  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  100  acres  of 
surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of  two 
underground  mines  within  the  30,165-acre  desig- 
nated area. 

Closing  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  washes 
to  motorized  recreation  use  would  provide  further 
protection  for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  mon- 


ster by  minimizing  the  potential  of  individuals  and 
burrows  being  crushed  by  motor  vehicles. 

Habitat  for  the  desert  night  lizard,  desert  tor- 
toise, Gila  monster,  Gilbert's  skink,  bald  eagle 
and  peregrine  falcon  could  be  lost  as  the  result 
of  approximately  1 60  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
from  mining  developments  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  1 06  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  night  lizard,  Gila  mon- 
ster, desert  tortoise,  Gilbert's  skink,  desert 
bighorn  sheep,  bald  eagle  and  peregrine  falcon 
by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from  three 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  develop- 
ment of  two  underground  mines.  It  would  also  min- 
imize the  potential  for  crushing  desert  tortoise 
and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  burrows  by  clos- 
ing 10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
five  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  160  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  night  lizard,  desert 
tortoise,  Gila  monster,  Gilbert's  skink,  bald  eagle 
and  peregrine  falcon  within  the  area. 


Area  Recommended  for  Uses 
Other  Than  Wilderness 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Wilderness  values  on  the  8,465  acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  returned  to  other  resource  uses  would 
not  receive  the  management  protection  provided 
by  wilderness  designation.  Overthe  long  term,  wil- 
derness values  in  certain  areas  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use 
and  powerline  maintenance.    . 

Naturalness 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  2.5  miles  (three 
acres)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  continue  to  impair  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  With  continued 
motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  not 
revegetate  or  recontour  through  natural  pro- 
cesses. The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness 
would  consequently  be  impaired  over  approxi- 
mately 500  acres  —  the  immediate  area  of  disturb- 
ance and  the  larger  area  from  which  the  vehicle 
ways  are  visible. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  200  to  2,500  VDY  would  adversely  affect 
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naturalness  within  the  area,  as  new  disturbances 
to  soils  and  vegetation  would  be  caused  by  motor- 
ized vehicles  leaving  the  existing  vehicle  ways. 
These  new  disturbances  would  cover  approxi- 
mately 6  acres,  and  would  be  visible  over  the  same 
area  as  the  existing  vehicle  ways. 


Solitude 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  2.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  continue 
to  impair  opportunities  for  solitude.  Visitors 
would  see  or  hear  the  motorized  vehicles  that  use 
these  ways  on  approximately  500  acres  within  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increases  in  recreation  use  from 
250  to  3,000  VDY  (including  2,500  VDY  of  motor- 
ized recreation  use  and  500  VDY  of  nonmotorized 
recreation  use)  would  increase  the  possibility  of 
visitors  meeting  other  recreationists,  thereby 
reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  within  the 
area. 

Powerline  maintenance  activities  would  period- 
ically impair  opportunities  for  solitude.  Wilder- 
ness users  would  be  likely  to  see  or  hear  motor- 
ized equipment  and  work  crews  within  a  300-acre 
area  along  the  east  side  of  the  powerline  (which 
forms  portions  of  the  area's  western  boundary) 
during  maintenance  periods. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  2.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  due  to  visitor 
encounters  with  motorized  vehicles  within  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  250  to  2,500  VDY  would  increase  the  like- 
lihood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  this  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Powerline  maintenance  activitiesand  their  asso- 
ciated motorized  equipment  usage  would  impair 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ation by  causing  visitor  encounters  with  work 
crews  and  motorized  equipment  on  approxi- 
mately 300  acres  near  the  powerline.  Such 
impacts  would  be  temporary  in  nature,  usually 
covering  less  than  one  week  per  year. 


Special  Features 

None  of  the  uses  and  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  underthe  Proposed  Action/Partial 
Wilderness  alternative  would  affect  the  value  of 
the  portion  of  Crossman  Peak  within  the  nonde- 


signated area  as  a  scenic  backdrop  for  Lake 
Havasu  City.  While  recreation  use  within  the  area 
would  increase  from  200  to  2,500  VDY,  the  disturb- 
ances resulting  from  this  increased  use  are  not 
expected  to  substantially  affect  the  area's  overall 
appearance. 

The  nondesignated  area  does  not  include  any 
portions  of  either  the  stand  of  single  leaf  pinyon 
pines  or  the  Joshua  trees  of  the  Mohave-Sonoran 
transition. 

Impacts  on  cultural  resource  sites  and  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  are  described  respectively  in  the 
analyses  of  impacts  on  Cultural  Resources  and 
Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Motorized  recreation  use  on  2.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  continue  to  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  approximately  500  acres 
(6  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  200  to  2,500  VDY  would  further 
impair  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recre- 
ation opportunities  in  this  area. 

Powerline  maintenance  activities  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  on  approximately  300  acres  (4  per- 
cent of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  50  to  500  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

The  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  allow  mineral  entry  on  5,935  acres 
of  public  land.  It  would  not  affect  mineral  devel- 
opment, however,  as  most  of  the  area  lacks  high 
mineral  potential.  No  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams or  mining  developments  are  projected  on 
public  land  in  the  area. 

An  additional  2,530  acres  of  nonfederal  mineral 
estate  would  be  included  in  the  area.  (See  Ap- 
pendix E.) 

Conclusion:  No  mining  operations  are  projected 
on  the  5,935  acres  that  would  be  open  to  mineral 
entry  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  2.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  on  8,465 
acres  would  remain  available  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 
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Because  of  the  closure  of  10.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  in  the  designated  area  (which  would  dis- 
place motorized  use  to  this  area)  and  because  of 
regional  population  growth,  BLM  estimates  that 
motorized  recreation  use  would  increase  to  2,500 
VDY  from  220  VDY.  This  tenfold  increase  would 
impair  motorized  recreation  opportunities  due  to 
overcrowding  on  heavy  use  periods. 

Conclusion:  A  tenfold  increase  in  motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  impair  opportunities  for  motor- 
ized recreation  use  in  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized  rec- 
reation use.  Nonmotorized  recreationists  would 
be  subjected  to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motor- 
ized recreation  use,  especially  along  the  2.5  miles 
of  common  access  routes.  An  estimated  500  acres 
would  be  affected  —  the  area  on  and  adjacent  to 
the  vehicle  ways  where  motorized  vehicles  could 
be  seen  and  heard  by  nonmotorized  recreation- 
ists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  tenfold 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area.  As  a  result,  nonmotorized  recreation  use  on 
the  nondesignated  portion  would  decrease  from 
an  estimated  1 ,000  VDY  to  an  estimated  500  VDY. 

Maintenance  activities  along  the  powerline 
right-of-way  would  occasionally  disturb  nonmot- 
orized recreation  opportunities  across  approxi- 
mately 300  acres  within  the  area  because  of  the 
operation  of  motorized  equipment. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  continue  to  be  impaired  across 
approximately  500  acres  (6  percent  of  the  nonde- 
signated portion  of  the  WSA)  because  of  motor- 
ized recreation  use.  These  opportunities  would  be 
further  impaired  by  a  tenfold  increase  in  motor- 
ized recreation  use,  which  would  result  in  a  50  per- 
cent reduction  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
within  this  area. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 300  acres  by  powerline  maintenance  activ- 
ities. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Underthis  alternative,  two  known  potentially  eli- 
gible National  Register  sites  would  not  receive 
protection  provided  by  wilderness  designation. 
Over  the  long-term,  these  cultural  resource  sites 
could  experience  adverse  impacts  from  increased 
visitation  by  motorized  and  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users.  The  resulting  impacts  would  include 
various  forms  of  site  use  ranging  from  casual  dis- 
turbance to  vandalism  or  destruction. 

Conclusion:  Two  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister sites  on  the  portion  of  the  WSA  not  desig- 
nated wilderness  could  be  adversely  impacted  by 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction 
resulting  from  increased  visitation  by  recreation 
users. 


Impacts  on  Native  American  Values 

Under  this  alternative,  Native  American  values 
associated  with  a  portion  of  Crossman  Peak 
would  not  receive  protection  provided  by  wilder- 
ness designation.  Over  the  long  term,  the  condi- 
tions necessary  for  maintaining  Native  American 
values  in  this  area  could  experience  adverse 
impacts  from  the  following  uses  and  activities: 

—  increases  in  nonmotorized  and  motorized  rec- 
reation use  from  250  to  3,000  VDY 

—  motorized  recreation  use  on  2.5  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways,  which  would  prevent  revegetation 
of  three  acres  of  surface  disturbance 

These  uses  and  activities  could  introduce  unnat- 
ural conditions  into  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  On  the  portion  of  the  Crossman  Peak 
WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  increases  in  rec- 
reation use  from  250  to  3,000  VDY  and  continued 
motorized  recreation  use  on  2.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  could  impairthe  conditions  considered  nec- 
essary for  maintaining  Native  American  tradi- 
tional values. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Only  480  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
would  be  included  in  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA. 

None  of  the  uses  and  activities  that  are  pro- 
jected under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would   affect  crucial   bighorn 
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sheep  habitat  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  No  impacts  to  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  are  projected  in  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  2.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  within  the  nondesignated  area  would  con- 
tinue to  occasionally  result  in  desert  tortoise  and 
Gila  monster  individuals  being  crushed  by  vehi- 
cles. The  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individ- 
uals would  be  crushed  along  vehicle  ways  in  the 
foothill  portions  of  the  area.  In  addition,  desert  tor- 
toise individuals  and  their  burrows  (which  are  con- 
centrated in  wash  areas)  would  be  crushed  in 
washes  that  are  accessible  to  motorized  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Motorized  recreation  use  on  2.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  continue  to  occasion- 
ally crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individ- 
uals and  their  burrows. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  on  portions  of  the  WSA 
would  be  disturbed  by  mineral  development, 
motorized  recreation  use  and  water  catchment 
construction. 

Two  potential  mining  developments  would  be 
denied. 

Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

The  development  of  five  mines  and  continued 
motorized  recreation  use  would  disturb  the  natu- 
ralness of  the  area  in  the  long  term. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

The  minerals  mined  would  be  used  up  and  irre- 
versibly lost  to  future  use. 

Wilderness  values  could  be  irretrievably 
impaired  on  160  acres  developed  for  minerals. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The>A//  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
38,630  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-5). 

Underthis  alternative  the  following  environmen- 
tal consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  Alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  38,630  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas  because 
motorized  recreation  use,  three  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  programs,  two  anticipated 
mining  ventures,  and  powerline  maintenance 
activities  would  be  precluded.  Five  underground 
mines,  on  mining  claims  with  valid  existing  rights, 
would  be  developed  within  the  wilderness  in  a 
manner  affecting  wilderness  values  —  however, 
this  use  would  occur  under  all  alternatives. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  would  benefit  the  preservation  of 
natural  values  on  approximately  6  acres  by  pre- 
venting soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized 
equipment. 

Precluding  the  development  of  two  moderate 
sized  underground  mines  by  withdrawal  of  the 
area  from  mineral  entry  would  benefit  the  preser- 
vation of  natural  values  on  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 1 00  acres.  The  soil  and  vegetation  removal 
and  landscape  recontouring  that  would  result 
from  mining  operations  would  be  prevented  on 
the  lands.  Mine  tunnels,  structures,  motorized 
equipment,  access  roads  and  other  types  of  devel- 
opments would  not  be  allowed  to  occur. 

Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road 
construction  for  the  five  underground  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  directly  im- 
pair naturalness  on  a  total  of  approximately  160 
acres  by  removing  surface  soils  and  vegetation, 
and  recontouring  the  landscape.  All  of  these 
mines  would  be  in  the  upper  drainages  of  the 
area's  interior.  During  the  life  of  the  mining  oper- 
ations, the  disturbances  would  involve  mine  tun- 
nels, structures,  motorized  equipment,  tailings 
piles  and  access  roads.  Following  abandonment 
of  the  operations  and  reclamation,  the  disturb- 
ances would  involve  only  small  areas  around  the 
tunnels  (covering  not  more  than  one  acre  each). 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
lost  or  impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining 
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operations  on  approximately  900  acres  —  where 
the  operations  would  be  visible  within  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  13 
miles  (15.6  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without 
motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revege- 
tate  and  recontour  through  natural  processes. 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  2,600  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

The  natural  character  of  one  acre  would  be  dis- 
turbed by  construction  of  a  dam  or  pothole  wild- 
life water  catchment.  Soil  and  plants  would  be 
removed  during  construction  to  accommodate 
the  facilities,  but  would  be  reused  to  help  conceal 
the  development.  The  man-made  structures 
would  remain  on-site  indefinitely,  but  would 
blend  in  with  their  surroundings  through  design 
and  placement  considerations.  The  surrounding 
construction  area  would  be  revegetated  and 
recontoured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place. 
The  visibility  of  the  catchment  would  reduce  the 
visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  on  approxi- 
mately 10  acres  surrounding  the  facilities. 


Solitude 

Precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  would  preserve  opportunities  for 


solitude  during  the  time  when  exploration  would 
otherwise  have  taken  place. 

Precluding  two  underground  mining  opera- 
tions on  100  acres  would  maintain  opportunities 
for  solitude  over  approximately  600  acres.  If  these 
mines  were  developed  they  would  cause  addi- 
tional dust,  noise,  human  activity  and  vehicular 
traffic  within  the  WSA. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  WSA,  sights  and  sounds  from  the  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  five  underground  mines 
and  1 .5  miles  of  access  road  would  result  in  a  loss 
of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be  noticeable  on  the 
160  acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations  and  on 
approximately  900  acres  immediately  surround- 
ing the  operations,  and  would  continue  forthe  life 
of  the  mines.  The  sights  and  sounds  associated 
with  the  mines  would  include  noise  and  dust  from 
motorized  equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and 
human  activity  at  the  operations  and  along  the 
access  roads.  The  rugged  system  of  drainages 
and  ridges  would  effectively  screen  the  mines 
(which  are  in  the  interior  drainages)  from  visitors 
at  the  mountain  base. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  13 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  2,600  acres  of 
the  WSA  presently  subject  to  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 
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The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  1 ,250  to  2,500  VDY  would  increase 
the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreation- 
ists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude 
—  especially  in  the  interior  drainages. 

Precluding  maintenance  activities  along  the 
east  side  of  the  powerline  that  forms  portions  of 
the  area's  western  boundary  would  enhance 
opportunities  for  solitude.  Wilderness  users 
would  not  see  or  hear  the  motorized  equipment 
that  is  used  for  these  activities  within  a  300-acre 
area  adjacent  to  the  powerline. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  during  those 
periods  when  such  activity  would  otherwise 
occur. 

Precluding  the  development  of  two  moderate 
sized  underground  mines  in  the  upper  drainages 
of  the  area's  interior  would  preserve  opportunities 
forprimitiveand  unconfined  recreation  on  approx- 
imately 100  acres,  and  maintain  these  opportuni- 
ties over  an  additional  600  acres. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 160  acres  in  the  upper  drainages  of  the 
area's  interior  because  of  the  development  of  five 
underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights.  This  loss  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the 
mining  operations.  Sights  and  sounds  associated 
with  development  and  operation  of  the  five  mines 
and  1 .5  miles  of  vehicle  access  would  impair  prim- 
itive and  unconfined  recreational  opportunities 
on  approximately  900  acres  immediately  sur- 
rounding the  mining  operations.  These  impacts 
would  primarily  affect  opportunities  for  activities 
involving  foot  travel  in  the  area's  interior.  Out- 
standing opportunities  for  activities  involving  foot 
and  horseback  travel  would  still  be  available  over 
the  remainder  of  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  13 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

Precluding  powerline  maintenance  activities 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  by  preventing  visitor 
encounters  with  motorized  equipment  and  work 
crews  on  approximately  300  acres  near  the  pow- 
erline. 


Special  Features 

None  of  the  uses  and  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  under  the  All  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  affect  the  value  of  Crossman  Peak  as 
a  scenic  backdrop  for  Lake  Havasu  City.  Despite 
wilderness  designation,  five  underground  mines 
and  1.5  miles  of  access  roads  would  be  devel- 
oped. However,  the  location  of  these  mines  in  the 
upper  drainages  would  be  such  that  the  rugged 
system  of  drainages  and  ridges  would  effectively 
screen  the  view  of  these  developments  from  the 
neighboring  Lake  Havasu  City  area. 

Impacts  to  the  stand  of  single  leaf  pinyon  pines 
and  the  Joshua  trees  of  the  Mohave-Sonoran  tran- 
sition would  be  negligible  under  this  alternative. 
Because  of  the  area's  rugged  terrain,  the  possibil- 
ity of  substantial  vandalism  by  recreation  users 
(even  under  projected  use  levels)  is  considered 
remote.  Moreover,  the  mining  activity  that  is  antic- 
ipated under  the  alternative  would  be  situated 
such  as  to  cause  minimal  disturbance  to  these 
plant  communities. 

Impacts  on  cultural  resource  sites  and  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  are  described  respectively  in  the 
analyses  of  impacts  on  Cultural  Resources  and 
Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
across  a  total  of  approximately  37,720  acres  (98 
percent  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  three  compre- 
hensive mineral  exploration  programs,  the  devel- 
opment of  two  moderate  sized  mines  and  power- 
line  maintenance  activities,  and  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  13  miles  of  vehicle 
ways. 

The  development  of  five  underground  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  a  total  of 
approximately  900  acres  (two  percent  of  the 
WSA). 

Construction  of  one  dam  or  pothole  wildlife 
water  catchment  would  impair  the  wilderness 
value  of  naturalness  on  approximately  10  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  1,250  to  2,500  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  31,950  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative 
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would  result  in  curtailment  of  three  comprehen- 
sive mineral  exploration  programs  (covering  a 
total  of  approximately  6  acres)  and  the  denial  of 
two  projected  moderate  sizedmines  (covering  a 
total  of  approximately  100  acres).  Because  of  this 
denial  of  mining  activities,  the  gold  and  tungsten 
resources  in  the  area  would  not  be  fully  evaluated 
and  developed. 

Some  of  the  gold  and  tungsten  resources  within 
the  WSA  are  projected  to  be  developed  at  two 
small  mines  and  three  moderate  mines  (covering 
a  total  of  approximately  160  acres)  within  the 
WSA  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Nonfederal  mineral  estate  on  6,680  acres  within 
the  WSA  would  not  be  affected  by  withdrawal. 
(See  Appendix  E.) 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  31,950  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  devel- 
opment of  gold  and  tungsten  resources  within  the 
WSA  by  curtailing  three  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  denying  two  projected  mines. 

Some  of  the  gold  and  tungsten  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  developed  at  five  projected 
mines,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  38,630  acres  and  close  13  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  within  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area  of  an  estimated  1,250 
VDY  of  motorized  recreation  use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  13  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  within  the  WSA,  some  of  the  displaced 
motorized  recreation  users  could  find  compara- 
ble opportunities  on  nearby  areas  of  public  land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  13  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  within 
the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  the  development  of  two  mod- 
erate sized  underground  mines  under  the  All  Wil- 
derness alternative  would  preserve  opportunities 
for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  a  total  of 
approximately  600  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approximately  900 


acres  by  sights  and  sounds  from  mining,  construc- 
tion and  traffic  at  five  mines  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  on  approximately  2,600  acres  within 
the  WSA  by  eliminating  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motorized  recreation  use  along  13  miles  of  vehicle 
ways.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activities  that 
would  benefit  from  these  actions  include  horse- 
back riding,  day  hiking,  sightseeing,  overnight 
backpacking,  wildlife  observation  and  photogra- 
phy. 

Precluding  powerline  maintenance  activities 
would  preserve  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  approximately  300  acres  within 
the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
across  approximately  37,730  acres  (98  percent  of 
the  WSA)  by  precluding  three  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  two  underground 
mines  and  powerline  maintenance  activities,  and 
by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  13 
miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately  900 
acres  by  the  development  of  five  underground 
mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  six  known  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  sites  by: 

—  closing  13  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  within  the  WSA,  which  would 
restrict  public  access  to  these  six  sites;  and 

—  precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  two  moderate 
sized  underground  mining  operations,  which 
would  reduce  surface  disturbances  that 
could  otherwise  impact  these  sites. 

Together  these  measures  would  help  prevent 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruction  of 
the  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  these  six  sites. 

Surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 160  acres  from  the  development  of  five 
underground  mines  (on  claims  with  valid  existing 
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rights)  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  one  or  more 
of  these  six  sites. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  atsix  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister sites  by  closing  13  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use,  and  by  precluding 
three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  two  underground  mines  within  the 
WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
five  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  could  cause  site  destruction  at  one  or 
more  of  these  six  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Native  American  Values 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  benefit  Native  American 
traditional  values  in  the  Crossman  Peak  area 
through  the  following  actions: 

—  preventing  surface  disturbance  on  approxi- 
mately 100  acres  by  precluding  the  develop- 
ment of  two  moderate  sized  underground 
mines, 

—  allowing  the  revegetation  of  15.6  acres  of 
existing  surface  disturbance  by  closing  13 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation 
use, 

—  eliminating  2,500  VDY  of  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  the  area. 

These  actions  would  benefit  the  cultural  and 
natural  conditionsconsidered  necessary  for  main- 
taining Native  American  values  on  Crossman 
Peak  by  reducing  the  possibility  of  casual  disturb- 
ance, vandalism,  surface  destruction  and  the  intro- 
duction of  unnatural  objects  or  features  into  the 
area. 

Surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 160  acres  from  the  development  of  five 
underground  mines  (on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights)  would  adversely  impact  the  natural  or  cul- 
tural conditions  associated  with  Native  American 
values  in  the  Crossman  Peak  area. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  bene- 
fit the  natural  and  cultural  conditions  considered 
necessary  to  maintain  Native  American  tradi- 
tional values  associated  with  Crossman  Peak  by 
precluding  the  development  of  two  underground 
mines  and  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use 


on  13  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  designated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
five  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would  impair  the  natural  and  cultural 
conditions  associated  with  Native  American  tradi- 
tional values  in  the  Crossman  Peak  area. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  afford  wil- 
derness protection  for  22,250  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA 
would  benefit  from:  1)  the  prevention  of  habitat 
loss  resulting  from  surface  disturbance,  and  2) 
the  long-term  rehabilitation  of  habitat  through 
revegetation  of  existing  surface  disturbance.  By 
precluding  the  development  of  two  underground 
mines  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  approxi- 
mately 100  acres  of  surface  disturbance  would  be 
prevented.  The  curtailment  of  mineral  exploration 
programs  would  prevent  surface  disturbance  on 
another  six  acres.  Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  within  the  habitat  area  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  result  in  the  revegetation  of  3.6 
acres  of  existing  surface  disturbance. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  on  a  total  of 
approximately  160  acres  would  be  lost  because 
of  surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
five  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  1 06  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface  dis- 
turbance from  three  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  the  development  of  two  underground 
mines.  It  would  also  allow  rehabilitation  of  exist- 
ing surface  disturbance  on  3.6  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  by  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
five  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 1 60  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately 106  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  night  lizard,  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster, 
Gilbert's  skink,  bald  eagle  and  peregrine  falcon 


237 


ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 


by  precluding  six  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
from  three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  100  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
from  the  development  of  two  underground  mines 
within  the  38,630-acre  WSA. 

Closing  1 3  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  washes  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  provide  further 
protection  for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  mon- 
ster by  minimizing  the  potential  of  individuals  and 
burrows  being  crushed  by  vehicles. 

Habitat  for  the  desert  night  lizard,  desert  tor- 
toise, Gila  monster,  Gilbert's  skink,  bald  eagle 
and  peregrine  falcon  could  be  lost  as  the  result 
of  approximately  160  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
from  five  underground  mining  operations  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  106  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  night  lizard,  desert  tor- 
toise, Gila  monster,  Gilbert's  skink,  bald  eagle 
and  peregrine  falcon  by  precluding  surface  dis- 
turbances from  three  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  the  development  of  two  underground 
mines.  It  would  also  minimize  the  potential  for 
motor  vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  and  their  burrows  by  closing 
13  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  vehicle  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
five  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 1 60  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
night  lizard,  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  Gil- 
bert's skink,  bald  eagle  and  peregrine  falcon 
within  the  area. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return 
38,630  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-5). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

None  of  the  Crossman  Peak  WSA's  wilderness 
values  would  receive  the  management  protection 
provided  by  wilderness  designation.  Over  the 
long  term,  wilderness  values  in  certain  areas 
would  be  adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recre- 
ation use,  mineral  exploration,  seven  anticipated 
mining  ventures  and  powerline  maintenance. 


Naturalness 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  six  acres  by  removing  vegeta- 
tion and  surface  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term  the  nat- 
ural characterofthearea  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased  im- 
pacts of  the  exploration  programs. 

Seven  underground  mines  would  be  developed 
and  supported  by  1.5  miles  of  access  road.  All  of 
these  mines  would  be  in  the  upper  drainages  of 
the  area's  interior.  Mining,  processing,  storage  of 
tailings  and  road  construction  for  these  mines 
would  directly  impair  naturalness  on  a  total  of 
approximately  260  acres  by  removing  surface 
soils  and  vegetation  and  recontouring  the  land- 
scape. During  the  life  of  the  mining  operations, 
the  disturbances  would  involve  mine  tunnels, 
structures,  motorized  equipment,  tailings  piles 
and  access  roads.  Following  abandonment  of  the 
operations  and  reclamation,  the  disturbances 
would  involve  only  small  areas  around  the  tunnels 
(covering  not  more  than  one  acre  each).  The  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or 
impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  operations 
on  approximately  1,200  acres  —  where  the  oper- 
ations would  be  visible  within  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  13  miles  (15.6 
acres)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natural- 
ness. With  continued  motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehi- 
cle ways  would  not  revegetate  or  recontour 
through  natural  processes.  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  consequently  be 
impaired  over  approximately  2,600  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

The  natural  character  of  one  acre  would  be  dis- 
turbed by  construction  of  an  apron  wildlife  water 
catchment.  Soil  and  plants  would  be  removed  dur- 
ing construction  to  accommodate  the  facilities, 
but  would  be  reused  to  help  conceal  the  develop- 
ment. The  man-made  structures  would  remain 
on-site  indefinitely,  but  would  blend  in  with  their 
surroundings  through  design  and  placement  con- 
siderations. The  surrounding  construction  area 
would  be  revegetated  and  recontoured  as  soon  as 
the  facilities  are  in  place.  The  visibility  of  the  catch- 
ment would  reduce  the  visitor's  perception  of  na- 
turalness on  approximately  10  acres  surrounding 
the  facilities. 


Solitude 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
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around  six  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longer  than  one 
month  for  each  program.  Once  the  exploration 
ended,  opportunities  for  solitude  would  be 
restored. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  WSA,  sights  and  sounds  from  the  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  seven  underground 
mines  and  1.5  miles  of  access  road  would  result 
in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be  noticeable 
on  the  260  acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations 
and  on  approximately  1,200  acres  immediately 
surrounding  the  operations,  and  would  continue 
for  the  life  of  the  mines.  The  sights  and  sounds 
associated  with  the  mines  would  include  noise 
and  dust  from  motorized  equipment,  vehicular 
traffic  and  human  activity  at  the  operations  and 
along  the  access  roads.  The  rugged  system  of 
drainages  and  ridges  would  effectively  screen 
these  seven  mines  (which  are  in  the  interior  drain- 
ages) from  visitors  at  the  mountain  base. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  13  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  1.5  miles  of 
mine  road  would  continue  to  impair  opportunities 
for  solitude.  Visitors  would  see  or  hear  the  motor- 
ized vehicles  that  use  these  vehicle  ways  on 
approximately  2,600  acres  within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increases  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  1 ,250  to  2,500  VDY  and  in  nonmot- 
orized  recreation  use  from  1,250  to  2,500  VDY 
would  increase  the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting 
other  recreation ists,  thereby  reducing  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude  within  the  area. 

Powerline  maintenance  activities  would  period- 
ically and  temporarily  impairopportunitiesforsol- 
itude.  Wilderness  users  would  be  likely  to  see  or 
hear  motorized  equipment  and  work  crews  within 
a  300-acre  area  along  the  east  side  of  the  power- 
line  (which  forms  portions  of  the  area's  western 
boundary)  during  maintenance  periods. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  six  acres— the  result  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 260  acres  in  the  upper  drainages  of  the 
area's  interior  because  of  mineral  development 
on  seven  mines.  This  loss  would  continue  for  the 


life  of  the  mining  operations.  Sights  and  sounds 
associated  with  development  and  operation  of  the 
seven  mines  and  1 .5  miles  of  vehicle  access  would 
impair  primitive  and  unconfined  recreational  op- 
portunities on  approximately  1,200  acres  imme- 
diately surrounding  the  mining  operations.  These 
impacts  would  primarily  affect  opportunities  for 
activities  involving  foot  travel  in  the  area's  interior. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  13  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  1.5  miles  of  mine  road  would  continue 
to  impair  opportunities  for  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined recreation  due  to  visitor  encounters  with 
motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  1,250  to  2,500  VDY  would  increase  the 
likelihood  of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  ve- 
hicles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primi- 
tive recreation  within  the  WSA. 

Powerline  maintenance  activitiesandtheirasso- 
ciated  motorized  equipment  usage  would  impair 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ation by  causing  visitor  encounters  with  work 
crews  and  motorized  equipment  on  approxi- 
mately 300  acres  near  the  powerline.  Such 
impacts  would  be  temporary  in  nature,  usually 
covering  less  than  one  week  per  year. 


Special  Features 

None  of  the  uses  and  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  under  the  No  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  affect  the  value  of  Crossman  Peak  as 
a  scenic  backdrop  for  Lake  Havasu  City.  Seven 
underground  mines  and  1 .5  miles  of  access  roads 
would  be  developed  and  three  comprehensive 
exploration  programs  would  occur.  However,  the 
location  of  these  mines  and  exploration  activities 
in  the  upper  drainages  would  be  such  that  the 
rugged  system  of  drainages  and  ridges  would 
effectively  screen  the  view  of  these  developments 
from  the  neighboring  Lake  Havasu  City  area. 

Impacts  to  the  stand  of  single  leaf  pinyon  pines 
and  the  Joshua  trees  of  the  Mohave-Sonoran  tran- 
sition would  be  negligible  under  this  alternative. 
Because  of  the  area's  rugged  terrain,  the  possibil- 
ity of  substantial  vandalism  by  recreation  users 
(even  under  projected  use  levels)  is  considered 
remote.  Moreover,  the  mining  activity,  three  min- 
eral exploration  programsandthepowerline  main- 
tenance that  is  anticipated  under  the  alternative 
would  be  situated  such  as  to  cause  minimal  dis- 
turbance to  these  plant  communities. 

Impacts  on  cultural  resource  sites  and  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  are  described  respectively  in  the 
analysis  of  impacts  on  Cultural  Resources  and 
Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat  for  this  alternative. 
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Conclusion:  Three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  the  development  of  seven 
underground  mines  would  impair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  rec- 
reation on  a  total  of  approximately  1,200  acres 
(three  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  13  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  1.5  miles  of  mine  road  would  continue 
to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  sol- 
itude and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately 
2,600  acres  (seven  percent  of  the  WSA).  The  pro- 
jected increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  from 
1,250  to  2,500  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Construction  of  one  apron  wildlife  water  catch- 
ment would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natu- 
ralness on  approximately  10  acres. 

Powerline  maintenance  would  continue  to 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  solitude  and  prim- 
itive recreation  on  approximately  300  acres  (one 
percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  1,250  to  2,500  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  31,950 
acres  of  public  land  in  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  entry  under  the  general  mining 
laws. 

An  additional  6,680  acres  of  nonfederal  mineral 
estate  would  be  included  in  the  WSA.  (See  Ap- 
pendix E.) 

It  is  estimated  that  three  comprehensive  min- 
eral exploration  programs  (covering  a  total  of 
approximately  6  acres)  would  occur  and  seven 
underground  mines  (covering  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 260  acres)  would  eventually  be  developed 
within  the  WSA.  As  a  result,  potential  gold  and 
tungsten  mineral  resources  would  be  fully  evalu- 
ated and  developed. 

Conclusion:  Gold  and  tungsten  resources  within 
the  WSA  would  be  fully  evaluated  in  three  mineral 
exploration  prog ramsand  developed  atseven  pro- 
jected mines. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  13  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  and  1.5  miles  of  new  mine  road 
on  38,630  acres  would  be  available  for  motorized 
recreation  use.  Because  of  regional  population 
growth,  BLM  estimates  that  motorized  recreation 
use  would  increase  to  2,500  VDY  from  1 ,250  VDY. 


While  this  100  percent  increase  would  periodi- 
cally lessen  motorized  recreation  opportunities 
due  to  overcrowding  on  heavy  use  periods,  the 
resource  is  generally  adequate  to  accommodate 
this  growth  without  impairing  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation. 

Conclusion:  An  estimated  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  to  2,500  VDY  from  1,250  VDY 
would  not  affect  opportunities  for  motorized  rec- 
reation use  on  the  13  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and 
1.5  miles  of  mine  roads  in  the  WSA,  except  for 
some  impairment  during  heavy  use  periods. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  nonmoto- 
rized recreation  opportunities  would  be  impaired 
over  an  area  of  approximately  1,200  acres  by 
sights  and  sounds  from  mining,  construction  and 
traffic  at  seven  underground  mines  within  the 
area.  Temporary  impairment  would  also  result 
from  three  mineral  exploration  programs  in  the 
area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation 
use.  Nonmotorized  recreationists  would  be  sub- 
jected to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  rec- 
reational use,  especially  along  the  13  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  one  mile  of  new  mine  roads.  An 
estimated  2,600  acres  would  be  affected  —  the 
area  on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle  ways  where 
motorized  vehicles  could  be  seen  and  heard  by 
nonmotorized  recreationists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  100  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Maintenance  activities  along  the  utility  right-of- 
way  would  require  use  of  motorized  equipment, 
which  would  occasionally  impair  nonmotorized 
recreation  opportunities  across  approximately 
300  acres  within  the  area. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 1 ,200  acres  (three  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  seven  underground  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 2,500  acres  (seven  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
motorized  recreation  use  on  13  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  1.5  miles  of  mine  roads.  These  oppor- 
tunities would  be  further  impaired  by  a  100  per- 
cent  increase    in    motorized    recreation    use. 
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Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 300  acres  by  powerline  maintenance  activ- 
ities. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  certain 
uses  and  activities  could  have  an  adverse  effect 
on  six  known  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister sites.  The  uses  and  activities  which  could 
impact  the  integrity  of  these  cultural  resource 
sites  are 

—  increased  visitation  by  motorized  and  non- 
motorized  recreation  users  (including  hunt- 
ers and  hikers),  who  could  impact  these  sites 
by  various  forms  of  site  use  ranging  from  cas- 
ual disturbance  to  vandalism  or  destruction. 

—  mining  activities,  including  exploration  and 
the  excavation  of  less  than  five  acres  (without 
the  benefit  of  a  cultural  resource  evaluation 
as  required  by  a  plan  of  operation  for  larger 
acreages),  which  could  damage  or  destroy 
these  sites  by  surface  disturbance. 

In  addition,  surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of 
approximately  260  acres  from  the  development  of 
seven  mines  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  one  or 
more  of  these  six  sites. 

Conclusion:  Six  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister sites  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
distu  rbance,  vandalism  and  sitedestruction  result- 
ing from  increased  visitation  by  recreation  users, 
and  by  surface  disturbances  resulting  from  min- 
eral exploration  and  the  development  of  seven 
mines. 


Impacts  on  Native  American  Values 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  the  follow- 
ing uses  and  activities  would  occur  in  this  WSA: 

—  increases  in  nonmotorized  and  motorized  rec- 
reation use  from  2,500  to  5,000  VDY 

—  mineral  exploration  activities  and  the  develop- 
ment of  seven  mines,  which  would  result  in 
the  surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of  approx- 

~   imately  266  acres 

—  motorized  recreation  use  on  13  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  1.5  miles  of  mine  roads,  which 
would  prevent  revegetation  of  15.6  acres  of 
surface  disturbance. 

These  uses  and  activities  could  introduce 
unnatural  conditions  into  the  WSA,  which  would 
contribute  to  the  deterioration  or  loss  of  natural 
and  cultural  conditions  necessary  to  maintain 


Native  American  cultural  values  in  the  Crossman 
Peak  area. 

Conclusion:  Increases  in  recreation  use  from 
2,500  to  5,000  VDY,  surface  disturbances  on 
approximately  266  acres  from  mineral  exploration 
activities  and  the  development  of  seven  mines, 
and  continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  13 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  impair  the  conditions 
considered  necessary  to  maintain  Native  Ameri- 
can traditional  values  associated  with  Crossman 
Peak. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  22,250 
acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  within  the 
WSA  would  not  have  the  protection  wilderness 
designation  would  provide.  As  a  result,  some  of 
this  habitat  would  be  lost  because  of  surface  dis- 
turbances from  mining  activities.  Seven  under- 
ground mines  and  1.5  miles  of  associated  roads 
would  be  developed  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  hab- 
itat, causing  approximately  260  acres  of  surface 
disturbance.  In  addition,  three  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  programs  would  disturb  six 
acres  of  habitat.  The  loss  of  habitat  from  these  dis- 
turbances would  persist  until  the  operations  are 
abandoned  and  fully  rehabilitated. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  1 .5  miles  of  new  mine  roads  (5.4 
acres)  would  not  revegetate  because  of  continued 
motorized  recreation  use.  As  a  result,  the  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  that  is  affected  by  these  dis- 
turbances would  not  be  rehabilitated. 

Conc/usion:  Surface  disturbances  from  three  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  seven  underground  mines  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  266  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  rehabilita- 
tion of  5.4  acres  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  three  comprehen- 
sive mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  seven  underground  mines  within  the 
WSA  could  cause  a  loss  of  habitat  for  the  desert 
night  lizard,  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  Gil- 
bert's skink,  bald  eagle  and  peregrine  falcon  by 
directly  disturbing  a  total  of  approximately  266 
acres. 
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Motorized  recreation  use  on  13  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  1 .5  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue 
to  occasionally  result  in  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  being  crushed  by  vehicles. 
The  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals 
would  be  crushed  along  vehicle  ways  in  the  foot- 
hill portions  of  the  area.  In  addition,  desert  tor- 
toise individuals  and  their  burrows  (which  are  con- 
centrated in  wash  areas)  would  be  crushed  in 
washes  that  are  accessible  to  motorized  vehicles. 

Conc/iis/on:Surfacedisturbancesfrom  three  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  seven  underground  mines  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  266  acres  of  potential  hab- 
itat for  the  desert  night  lizard,  desert  tortoise,  Gila 
monster,  Gilbert's  skink,  bald  eagle  and  peregrine 
falcon  within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  13  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  1.5  miles  of  mining  roads  would  con- 
tinue to  occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  and 
Gila  monster  individuals  and  their  burrows. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


MOHAVE  WASH 

(AZ-050-07C/050-48/020-52)  - 

103,365  Acres 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  103,365 
acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-6). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/ No  Wilderness 
alternative,  none  of  the  wilderness  values  in  the 
WSA  would  receive  the  management  protection 
provided  by  wilderness  designation.  Over  the 
long  term,  wilderness  values  in  certain  areas 
would  be  adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recre- 
ation use,  mineral  exploration,  two  anticipated 
mining  ventures  and  powerline  construction  and 
maintenance. 

Naturalness 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  two  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  nine  acres  by  removing  vegeta- 


tion and  surface  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term,  the  nat- 
ural character  of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased 
impacts  of  the  exploration  programs. 

Two  surface  mines  would  be  developed  and 
accessed  by  existing  roads.  Both  of  these  mines 
would  be  in  one  drainage  on  the  eastern  flank  of 
the  Williams  Mountains.  Mining,  processing,  and 
storage  of  tailings  for  these  mines  would  directly 
impair  naturalness  on  a  total  of  approximately  350 
acres  by  removing  surface  soils  and  vegetation 
and  recontouring  the  landscape.  During  the  life 
of  the  mining  operations,  the  disturbances  would 
involve  mine  pits,  structures,  motorized  equip- 
ment, tailings  piles  and  access  roads.  Following 
abandonment  of  the  operations  and  reclamation, 
the  disturbances  would  involve  only  areas  around 
the  pits  (covering  a  total  of  approximately  90 
acres).  The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness 
would  be  lost  or  impaired  during  the  life  of  the  min- 
ing operations  on  approximately  2,500  acres  — 
where  the  operations  would  be  visible  within  the 
WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  50  miles  (60 
acres)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natural- 
ness. With  continued  motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehi- 
cle ways  would  not  revegetate  or  recontour 
through  natural  processes.  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  consequently  be 
impaired  over  approximately  15,500  acres  (15  per- 
cent of  the  WSA)  —  the  immediate  area  of  disturb- 
ance and  the  larger  area  from  which  the  vehicle 
ways  are  visible. 

The  natural  character  of  eight  acres  would  be 
disturbed  by  construction  of  five  wildlife  water 
developments  (two  apron  catchments,  two  dams 
or  potholes  and  one  collection  box  for  a  spring) 
and  one  livestock  exclosure.  Soil  and  plants 
would  be  removed  during  construction  to  accom- 
modate the  facilities,  but  would  be  reused  to  help 
conceal  the  developments.  The  man-made  struc- 
tures would  remain  on-site  indefinitely,  but  would 
blend  in  with  their  surroundings  through  design 
and  placement  considerations.  The  surrounding 
construction  areas  would  be  revegetated  and 
recontoured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place. 
The  visibility  of  the  developments  and  exclosure 
would  reduce  the  visitor's  perception  of  natural- 
ness on  an  area  of  approximately  41  acres  sur- 
rounding the  facilities. 

Construction  of  three  miles  of  powerline  in  the 
utility  corridor  that  overlaps  the  southwest  corner 
of  the  WSA  would  impair  naturalness  on  7.5  acres 
by  removing  vegetation  and  surface  soils  and 
installing  towers  and  lines.  The  surface  disturb- 
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View  east  across  Bill  Williams  Mountains,  Mohave  Wash  WSA 


ances  in  this  area  would  result  from  the  use  of 
motorized  construction  equipment.  In  addition, 
the  visibility  of  the  surface  disturbances  and  pow- 
erline  facilities  would  impair  the  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  over  an  area  of  approximately 
200  acres  within  the  WSA. 


Solitude 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  two  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
around  nine  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longer  than  one 
month  for  each  exploration  program.  Once  the 
exploration  ended,  opportunities  for  solitude 
would  be  restored. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  WSA,  sights  and  sounds  from  the  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  two  surface  mines  would 
result  in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be 
noticeable  on  the  350  acres  disturbed  by  mining 
operations  and  on  approximately  3,500  acres 
immediately  surrounding  the  operations,  and 
would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mines.  The 
sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the  mines 
would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motorized 
equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and  human  activity  at 
the  operations  and  along  the  access  roads. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  50  miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  continue 


to  impair  opportunities  for  solitude.  Visitors 
would  see  or  hear  the  motorized  vehicles  that  use 
these  ways  on  approximately  1,500  acres  within 
the  WSA. 

The  projected  increases  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  1 ,900  to  4,750  VDY  and  in  nonmot- 
orized  recreation  use  from  100  to  250  VDY  would 
increase  the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other 
recreationists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities in  the  corridor  along  the  southwest  corner  of 
the  WSA  would  periodically  impair  opportunities 
for  solitude.  Wilderness  users  would  be  likely  to 
see  or  hear  motorized  equipment  and  work  crews 
within  a  200-acre  area  adjacent  to  the  powerline 
during  construction  and  maintenance  periods. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  two  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  nine  acres  —  the  result  of  mechanical 
equipment  operation  and  the  presence  of  explo- 
ration teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 350  acres  in  one  drainage  on  the  eastern 
flank  of  the  Bill  Williams  Mountains  because  of 
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mineral  development  on  two  mines.  This  loss 
would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining  opera- 
tions. In  addition,  sights  and  sounds  associated 
with  development  and  operation  of  the  two  mines 
would  impair  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ational opportunities  on  approximately  2,500 
acres  immediately  surrounding  the  mining  oper- 
ations. These  impacts  would  primarily  affect 
opportunities  for  hiking,  sightseeing  and  horse- 
back riding  in  a  portion  of  the  Bill  Williams  Moun- 
tains. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  50  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  due  to  visitor 
encounters  with  motorized  vehicles  within  the 
WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  1,900  to  4,750  VDY  would  increase  the 
likelihood  of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  ve- 
hicles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primi- 
tive recreation  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities and  their  associated  motorized  equipment 
usage  would  impair  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  by  causing  visitor 
encounters  with  work  crews  and  motorized  equip- 
ment on  approximately  200  acres  near  the  power- 
line.  Such  impacts  would  be  temporary  in  nature, 
with  the  maintenance  activities  usually  covering 
less  than  one  week  per  year. 


Special  Features 

None  of  the  uses  and  management  actions  that 
areanticipated  underthe  Proposed  Action/No  Wil- 
derness alternative  would  affect  the  scenic  value 
of  the  southern  portion  of  this  WSA.  One  general 
exploration  program  would  occur  in  this  area. 
However,  the  location  of  these  exploration  activ- 
ities in  the  interior  drainages  would  be  such  that 
the  complex  system  of  drainages  and  mountains 
would  effectively  screen  the  view  of  any  resulting 
surface  disturbances. 

Impacts  on  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Hab- 
itat for  this  alternative. 

Conc/us/on: Two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  two  general  mineral  exploration 
programs,  and  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines  would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natu- 
ralness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a 
total  of  approximately  2,500  acres  (two  percent  of 
the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  50  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  rec- 
reation on  approximately  15,500  acres  (15  per- 


cent of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motor- 
ized recreation  use  from  1 ,900  to  4,750  VDY  would 
further  impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  in  this  area. 

Construction  of  five  wildlife  water  develop- 
ments and  one  livestock  exclosure  would  impair 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on  approxi- 
mately 41  acres. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance 
would  cause  a  loss  or  impairment  of  the  wilder- 
ness values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  on  approximately  200  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  250  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  44,605  acres  of  public  land  in  the  WSA 
would  be  open  to  mineral  entry  under  the  mining 
laws.  (The  remaining  960  acres  of  Federal  mineral 
estate  are  under  U.S.  Bureau  of  Reclamation  with- 
drawal, and  would  remain  closed  to  mineral 
entry.) 

An  additional  57,800  acres  of  nonfederal  min- 
eral estate  would  be  included  in  the  WSA.  (See 
Appendix  E.) 

It  is  estimated  that  two  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  two  general  mineral 
exploration  programs  (covering  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 9  acres)  would  be  undertaken  and  two  sur- 
face mines  (covering  a  total  of  approximately  350 
acres)  would  eventually  be  developed.  As  a  result, 
the  mineral  potential  would  be  fully  evaluated  and 
developed  on  lands  that  are  not  under  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  withdrawal  in  this  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Mineral  resources  within  the  WSA 
would  be  fully  evaluated  in  four  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  developed  at  two  projected 
mines. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/ No  Wilderness 
alternative  50  miles  of  vehicle  ways  on  103,365 
acres  would  be  available  for  motorized  recreation 
use.  Because  of  regional  population  growth,  BLM 
estimates  that  motorized  recreation  use  would 
increase  to  4,750  VDY  from  1 ,900  VDY.  While  this 
150  percent  increase  would  periodically  lessen 
motorized  recreation  opportunities  due  to  over- 
crowding on  heavy  use  periods,  the  resource  is 
generally  adequate  to  accommodate  this  growth 
without  impairing  opportunities  for  motorized 
recreation. 
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Conclusion:  An  estimated  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  to  4,750  VDY  from  1,900  VDY 
would  not  affect  opportunities  for  motorized  rec- 
reation use  on  the  50  miles  of  vehicle  ways  in  the 
WSA,  except  for  some  impairment  during  heavy 
use  periods. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  sights  and  sounds  from  operations  at 
two  surface  mines  would  impair  nonmotorized 
recreation  opportunities  over  approximately 
2,500  acres  —  including  the  350  acres  occupied 
by  the  mines.  Temporary  impairment  would  also 
result  from  four  mineral  exploration  programs  in 
the  area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation 
use.  Nonmotorized  recreationists  would  be  sub- 
jected to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  rec- 
reational use,  especially  along  the  50  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways.  An  estimated  15,500  acres  would  be 
affected  —  the  area  on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle 
ways  where  motorized  vehicles  could  be  seen  and 
heard  by  nonmotorized  recreationists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  150  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Construction  of  three  miles  of  new  powerline 
and  maintenance  activities  along  the  powerline 
right-of-way  would  require  use  of  motorized 
equipment,  which  would  occasionally  impair  non- 
motorized  recreation  opportunities  across  ap- 
proximately 200  acres  within  the  area. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 2,500  acres  (two  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
four  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  two  surface  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 15,500  acres  (15  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
motorized  recreation  use  on  50  miles  of  vehicle 
ways.  These  opportunities  would  be  further 
impaired  by  a  150  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 200  acres  by  powerline  construction  and 
maintenance  activities. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  certain  uses  and  activities  could  have 
an  adverse  effect  on  five  known  potentially  eligi- 
ble National  Register  sites.  The  uses  and  activities 
which  could  impact  the  integrity  of  these  cultural 
resource  sites  are  - 

—  increased  visitation  by  motorized  and  non- 
motorized  recreation  users  (including  hunt- 
ers and  hikers),  who  could  impact  these  sites 
by  various  forms  of  site  use  ranging  from  cas- 
ual disturbance  to  vandalism  or  destruction. 

—  mining  activities,  including  exploration  and 
the  excavation  of  less  than  five  acres  (without 
the  benefit  of  a  cultural  resource  evaluation 
as  required  by  a  plan  of  operation  for  larger 
acreages),  which  could  damage  or  destroy 
these  sites  by  surface  disturbance. 

—  construction  of  three  miles  of  powerline, 
which  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  the  sites 
by  surface  disturbance. 

In  addition,  surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of 
approximately  350  acres  from  the  development  of 
two  mines  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  one  or 
more  of  these  five  sites. 

Conclusion:  Five  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister sites  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandal  ism  and  site  destruction  result- 
ing from  increased  visitation  by  recreation  users, 
and  by  surface  disturbances  resulting  from  min- 
eral exploration,  the  development  of  two  mines 
and  construction  of  three  miles  of  powerline. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  39,962 
acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  within  the 
WSA  would  not  have  the  protection  wilderness 
designation  would  provide.  As  a  result,  some  of 
this  habitat  would  be  lost  because  of  surface  dis- 
turbances from  mining  activities  and  powerline 
construction.  Two  surface  mines  would  be  devel- 
oped in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  causing 
approximately  350  acres  of  surface  disturbance. 
In  addition,  four  mineral  exploration  programs 
would  disturb  approximately  8.5  acres  of  habitat. 
The  loss  of  habitat  from  these  disturbances  would 
persist  until  the  operations  are  abandoned  and 
fully  rehabilitated.  The  construction  of  three  miles 
of  powerline  would  disturb  an  additional  7.5  acres 
of  habitat. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  8.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  (10.2  acres)  would  not  revegetate 
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because  of  continued  motorized  recreation  use. 
As  a  result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that 
is  affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be 
rehabilitated. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  four  min- 
eral exploration  programs,  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  and  construction  of  three  miles 
of  powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 366  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  8.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  rehabilita- 
tion of  10.2  acres  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  four  mineral  explo- 
ration programs,  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines  and  construction  of  three  miles  of  power- 
line  within  the  WSA  could  cause  a  loss  of  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by 
directly  disturbing  a  total  of  approximately  366 
acres. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  50  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  result  in  des- 
ert tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  being 
crushed  by  vehicles.  The  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  would  be  crushed  along  vehi- 
cle ways  in  the  foothill  portions  of  the  area.  In  ad- 
dition, desert  tortoise  individuals  and  their  bur- 
rows (which  are  concentrated  in  wash  areas) 
would  be  crushed  in  washes  that  are  accessible 
to  motorized  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  four  min- 
eral exploration  programs,  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  and  construction  of  three  miles 
of  powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 366  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  50  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  their 
burrows. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  on  portions  of  the  WSA 
would  be  disturbed  by  mineral  development, 
motorized  recreation  use,  powerline  construction 
and  maintenance,  and  the  construction  of  wildlife 
water  catchments. 
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Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

The  development  of  two  mines,  the  construc- 
tion of  a  powerline,  and  continued  motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  disturb  the  naturalness  of  the 
area  in  the  long  term. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

The  minerals  mined  would  be  used  up  and  irre- 
versibly lost  to  future  use. 

Wilderness  values  could  be  irretrievably 
impaired  on  the  350  acres  developed  for  minerals. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
103,365  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-6). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  103,365  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas  because 
motorized  recreation  use,  four  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  one  small  mine  and  powerline  con- 
struction would  be  precluded.  One  surface  mine, 
on  nonfederal  mineral  estate,  would  be  developed 
within  the  wilderness  in  a  manneraffecting  wilder- 
ness values  —  however,  this  use  would  occur 
under  all  alternatives. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  ex- 
ploration programs  and  two  general  mineral 
exploration  programs  would  benefit  the  preserva- 
tion of  natural  values  on  approximately  nine  acres 
by  preventing  soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  mo- 
torized equipment. 

Precluding  the  development  of  one  small  sur- 
face mine  by  withdrawal  of  the  area  from  mineral 
entry  would  benefit  the  preservation  of  natural 
values  on  approximately  50  acres.  The  soil  and 
vegetation  removal  and  landscape  recontouring 
that  would  result  from  mining  operations  would 
be  prevented  on  the  lands.  A  mine  pit,  structures, 
motorized  equipment,  access  roads  and  other 
types  of  developments  would  not  be  allowed  to 
occur. 
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Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road 
construction  for  one  surface  mine  on  nonfederal 
mineral  estate  would  directly  impair  the  natural 
character  of  approximately  300  acres  by  remov- 
ing surface  soils  and  vegetation,  and  recontour- 
ing  the  landscape.  This  mine  would  be  in  a  drain- 
age on  the  eastern  flank  of  the  Bill  Williams 
Mountains.  During  the  life  of  the  mining  opera- 
tions, the  disturbances  would  involve  a  mine  pit, 
structures,  motorized  equipment,  tailings  piles 
and  access  roads.  Following  abandonment  of  the 
operations  and  reclamation,  the  disturbances 
would  involve  only  an  area  around  the  pit  (cover- 
ing not  more  than  80  acres).  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or  impaired  dur- 
ing the  life  of  the  mining  operation  on 
approximately  2,150  acres  —  where  the  operation 
would  be  visible  within  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  50 
miles  (60  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without  motor 
vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revegetate 
and  recontourthrough  natural  processes.  The  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  1 5,500  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

The  natural  character  of  three  acres  would  be 
disturbed  by  construction  of  four  dam  or  pothole 
water  catchments,  one  collection  box  for  a  spring 
and  an  exclosure.  Soil  and  plants  would  be 
removed  during  construction  to  accommodate 
the  facilities,  but  would  be  reused  to  help  conceal 
the  developments.  The  man-made  structures 
would  remain  on-site  indefinitely,  but  would 
blend  in  with  their  surroundings  through  design 
and  placement  considerations.  The  surrounding 
construction  areas  would  be  revegetated  and  re- 
contoured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place. 
The  visibility  of  the  developments  and  exclosure 
would  reduce  the  visitor's  perception  of  natural- 
ness on  approximately  41  acres  surrounding  the 
facilities. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  in  the  utility 
corridor  that  overlaps  the  southwest  corner  of  the 
WSA  would  maintain  the  wilderness  value  of  na- 
turalness. Three  miles  of  towers  and  lines  would 
not  be  installed,  and  7.5  acres  of  vegetation  and 
soil  disturbance  from  motorized  equipment 
would  not  occur  within  the  corridor. 


Solitude 

Precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  two  general  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
solitude  during  the  time  when  exploration  would 
otherwise  have  taken  place. 


Precluding  one  small  surface  mining  operation 
on  50  acres  would  maintain  opportunities  for  sol- 
itude over  approximately  350  acres.  If  this  mine 
was  developed  it  would  cause  additional  dust, 
noise,  human  activity  and  vehicular  traffic  within 
the  WSA. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  WSA,  sights  and  sounds  from  the  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  one  surface  mine  would 
result  in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be 
noticeable  on  the  300  acres  disturbed  by  mining 
operations  and  on  approximately  2,150  acres 
immediately  surrounding  the  operations,  and 
would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mines.  The 
sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the  mines 
would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motorized 
equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and  human  activity  at 
the  operations  and  along  the  access  roads. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  50 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  15,500  acres  of 
the  WSA  presently  subject  to  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  250  VDY  would  not  notice- 
ably affect  the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other 
recreationists,  as  the  use  is  presently  dispersed 
over  a  large  area. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  in  the  portion  of  the  utility  corri- 
dor that  overlaps  the  southwest  corner  of  the  WSA 
would  maintain  opportunities  forsolitude.  Wilder- 
ness users  would  not  see  or  hear  the  motorized 
equipment  that  is  used  for  these  activities  within 
a  200-acre  area  along  the  corridor. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  two  general  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  during  those 
periods  when  such  activity  would  otherwise  oc- 
cur. 

Precluding  the  development  of  one  small  sur- 
face mine  in  one  drainage  on  the  eastern  flank  of 
the  Bill  Williams  Mountains  would  preserve  oppor- 
tunities for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
on  approximately  50  acres,  and  maintain  these 
opportunities  over  an  additional  350  acres. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  approximately 
300  acres  in  one  drainage  on  the  eastern  flank  of 
the  Bill  Williams  Mountains  because  of  the  devel- 
opment of  one  moderate  sized  surface  mine  on 
nonfederal  mineral  estate.  This  loss  would  con- 
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tinue  for  the  life  of  the  mining  operations.  Sights 
and  sounds  associated  with  development  and 
operation  of  the  mine  would  impair  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreational  opportunities  on  approx- 
imately 2,150  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
mining  operation.  These  impacts  would  primarily 
affect  opportunities  for  hiking,  sightseeing  and 
horseback  riding  in  a  portion  of  the  Bill  Williams 
Mountains.  Outstanding  opportunities  for  hiking, 
sightseeing,  rockhounding,  horseback  riding  and 
photography  would  be  available  over  the  remain- 
der of  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  50 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  maintain  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  the  south- 
west corner  of  the  WSA  by  preventing  visitor 
encounters  with  motorized  equipment  and  work 
crews  on  approximately  200  acres  along  the  pow- 
erline corridor. 


Special  Features 

None  of  the  uses  and  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  under  the  All  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  be  located  in  the  southern  portion  of 
this  WSA.  Consequently,  their  development 
would  have  no  effect  on  the  scenic  values  that 
characterize  this  area. 

Impacts  on  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Hab- 
itat for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
across  a  total  of  approximately  101,155  acres  (98 
percent  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  two  compre- 
hensive mineral  exploration  programs  and  two 
general  mineral  exploration  programs,  the  devel- 
opment of  one  small  mine,  and  construction  and 
maintenance  activities  along  three  miles  of  pow- 
erline, and  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation 
use  on  50  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  one  surface  mine  on  non- 
federal mineral  estate  would  impair  the  wilder- 
ness values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  on  approximately 
2,150  acres  (two  percent  of  the  designated  area). 

Construction  of  four  dam  or  pothole  wildlife 
water  catchments,  one  collection  box  and  one 
exclosure  would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  na- 
turalness of  approximately  41  acres. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  45,565  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative 
would  result  in  curtailment  of  two  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  two  general 
mineral  exploration  programs  (covering  a  total  of 
approximately  nine  acres)  and  the  denial  of  one 
projected  small  surface  mine  (covering  approxi- 
mately 50  acres).  Because  of  this  denial  of  mining 
activities,  mineral  resources  in  the  area  would  not 
be  fully  evaluated  and  developed. 

Nonfederal  mineral  estate  on  57,800  acres 
within  the  WSA  would  not  be  affected  by  withdra- 
wal. (See  Appendix  E.)  Some  of  the  mineral  re- 
sources on  these  lands  are  projected  to  be  devel- 
oped at  one  moderate  surface  mine  (covering 
approximately  300  acres). 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  45,565  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  devel- 
opment of  mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  by 
curtailing  four  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
denying  one  projected  mine. 

Some  of  the  mineral  resources  within  the  area 
would  be  developed  at  one  projected  mine,  on 
nonfederal  mineral  estate. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  103,365  acres  and  close  50  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area 
of  an  estimated  1,900  VDY  of  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  50  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  within  the  WSA,  some  of  the  displaced 
motorized  recreation  users  could  find  compara- 
ble opportunities  on  nearby  areas  of  public  land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  50  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  four  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  the  development  of  one  mine  under  the  All 
Wilderness  alternative  would  preserve  opportuni- 
ties for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  a  total  of 
approximately  350  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approximately  2,150 
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acres  by  sights  and  sounds  from  mining,  construc- 
tion and  traffic  at  one  surface  mine  on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  on  approximately  15,500  acres  within 
the  WSA  by  eliminating  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motorized  recreation  use  along  50  miles  of  vehicle 
ways.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activities  that 
would  benefit  from  these  actions  include  day  hik- 
ing, rockhounding,  backpacking  and  small  game 
hunting. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  approximately 
200  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
across  approximately  101,215  acres  (98  percent 
of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  four  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine,  and  construction  and  maintenance  activi- 
ties along  three  miles  of  powerline,  and  by  elim- 
inating motorized  recreation  use  on  50  miles  of 
vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  lessened  across  approximately  2,150  acres  by 


the  development  of  one  surface  mine  on  nonfed- 
eral mineral  estate. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  five  potentially  eligible  National  Register 
sites  by: 

—  closing  50  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  within  the  WSA, 

—  precluding  four  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  one  small  surface  mining  opera- 
tion (covering  approximately  50  acres)  within 
the  WSA,  and 

—  precluding  construction  of  three  miles  of  pow- 
erline. 

The  prohibition  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  restrict  public  access  to  these  five  sites, 
and  the  preclusion  of  mining  related  activities  and 
powerline  construction  activities  would  reduce 
surface  disturbances  which  may  otherwise 
impact  these  sites.  Together  these  measures 
would  help  prevent  casual  disturbance,  vandal- 
ism and  destruction  of  the  sites. 

Surface  disturbances  on  approximately  300 
acres  from  the  development  of  one  surface  mine 
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View  north  to  Little  Black  Mountain,  Mohave  Wash  WSA 
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(on  nonfederal  mineral  estate)  could  destroy  the 
integrity  of  one  or  more  of  these  five  sites. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  five  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  sites  by  closing  50  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  by  precluding 
four  mineral  exploration  programs,  the  develop- 
ment of  one  surface  mine  and  powerline  construc- 
tion activities  within  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate 
could  cause  site  destruction  at  one  or  more  of 
these  five  sites. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  afford  wil- 
derness protection  for  39,962  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA 
would  benefit  from:  1)  the  prevention  of  habitat 
loss  resulting  from  surface  disturbance,  and  2) 
the  long-term  rehabilitation  of  habitat  through 
revegetation  of  existing  surface  disturbance.  By 
precluding  the  development  of  one  surface  mine 
in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  approximately 
50  acres  of  surface  disturbance  would  be  pre- 
vented. The  curtailment  of  four  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  would  prevent  surface  disturbance 
on  another  8.5  acres  of  habitat.  Precluding  pow- 
erlineconstruction  would  prevent  surface  disturb- 
ance on  another  7.5  acres  of  habitat.  Finally,  clos- 
ing 8.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  habitat 
area  to  motorized  recreation  use  would  result  in 
revegetation  of  10.2  acres  of  existing  surface  dis- 
turbance. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  on  approxi- 
mately 300  acres  would  be  lost  because  of  surface 
disturbance  from  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  66  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface  dis- 
turbance from  four  mineral  exploration  programs, 
the  development  of  one  surface  mine  and  con- 
struction of  three  miles  of  powerline.  It  would  also 
allow  rehabilitation  of  existing  surface  disturb- 
ance on  10.2  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  hab- 
itat by  closing  8.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate 
would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  300 
acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat.    , 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  prevent 
the  loss  of  approximately  66acres  of  potential  hab- 
itat for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by  pre- 
cluding 50  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  the 
development  of  one  small  surface  mine,  8.5  acres 
of  surface  disturbance  from  mineral  exploration 
activities  and  7.5  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
from  powerline  construction. 

Closing  50  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  washes  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  provide  further 
protection  for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  mon- 
ster by  minimizing  the  potential  of  individuals  and 
burrows  being  crushed  by  vehicles. 

Habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
could  be  lost  as  the  result  of  approximately  300 
acresofsurfacedisturbancefrom  mining  develop- 
ments on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  66  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  mon- 
ster by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from  four 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  develop- 
ment of  one  surface  mine.  It  would  also  minimize 
the  potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  their 
burrows  by  closing  50  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate 
would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  300 
acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise 
and  Gila  monster  within  the  area. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Partial  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  Partial  Wilderness  alternative  for  the 
Mohave  Wash  WSA  would  designate  55,01 8  acres 
as  wilderness  and  48,347  acres  for  other  resource 
uses.  This  alternative  differs  from  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  by  making  boundary  adjustments 
to  allow  cherrystemming  of  vehicle  ways  used  for 
public  access,  follow  geographic  features,  allow 
easy  access  for  maintenance  of  existing  wildlife 
water  developments,  exclude  areas  of  high  min- 
eral potential  with  prior  production,  and  allow 
easy  access  from  nearby  developed  areas  near 
the  west  boundary  (Map  2-7). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 
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Area  Proposed  for  Wilderness 
Designation 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pro- 
vide long-term  management  protection  forwilder- 
ness  values  on  55,018  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wil- 
derness values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas 
because  motorized  recreation  use  would  be  pre- 
cluded. No  mining  developments  are  projected  in 
the  area  but  two  mineral  exploration  programs  are 
anticipated. 

Naturalness 

Precluding  onegeneral  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram and  one  comprehensive  mineral  exploration 
program  would  benefit  the  preservation  of  natural 
values  on  approximately  six  acres  by  preventing 
soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized  equip- 
ment. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  ten 
miles  (1 2  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without  motor 
vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revegetate 
and  recontourthrough  natural  processes.  The  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  2,500  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

The  natural  character  of  one  acre  would  be  dis- 
turbed by  construction  of  two  dam  or  pothole  wild- 
life water  catchments.  Soil  and  plants  would  be 
removed  during  construction  to  accommodate 
the  facilities,  but  would  be  reused  to  help  conceal 
the  developments.  The  man-made  structures 
would  remain  on-site  indefinitely,  but  would 
blend  in  with  their  surroundings  through  design 
and  placement  considerations.  The  surrounding 
construction  areas  would  be  revegetated  and 
recontoured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place. 
The  visibility  of  the  catchments  would  reduce  the 
visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  on  approxi- 
mately 20  acres  surrounding  the  facilities. 


Solitude 

Precluding  onegeneral  mineralexploration  pro- 
gram and  one  comprehensive  mineral  exploration 
program  would  preserve  opportunities  for  soli- 
tude during  the  time  when  exploration  would 
otherwise  have  taken  place. 


Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  ten 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  2,500  acres  of 
the  designated  area  presently  subject  to  the 
sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  80  to  200  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  — 
especially  in  the  interior  drainages  of  Black  Moun- 
tain, the  Castaneda  Hills  and  the  Bill  Williams 
Mountains. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precludingonegeneral  mineralexploration  pro- 
gram and  one  comprehensive  mineral  exploration 
program  would  preserve  opportunities  for  primi- 
tive and  unconfined  recreation  during  those  peri- 
ods when  such  activity  would  otherwise  occur. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  ten 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  designated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 


Special  Features 

None  of  the  uses  and  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  within  the  designated  area  under 
the  Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  be  lo- 
cated in  the  southern  portion  of  the  WSA.  Conse- 
quently, their  development  would  have  no  effect 
on  the  scenic  values  that  characterize  this  area. 

Impacts  on  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Hab- 
itat for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude,  and  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
55,000  acres  (99  percent  of  the  designated  portion 
of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  one  general  mineral 
exploration  program  and  one  comprehensive  min- 
eral exploration  program,  and  by  eliminating  mo- 
torized recreation  use  on  ten  miles  of  vehicle 
ways. 

Construction  of  two  dam  or  pothole  wildlife 
water  catchments  would  impair  the  wilderness 
value  of  naturalness  on  approximately  20  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  80  to  200  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 
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Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  29,298  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  Partial  Wilderness  al- 
ternative would  result  in  curtailment  of  one 
general  mineral  exploration  program  and  one 
comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program  (cov- 
ering a  total  of  approximately  1 .5  acres).  Because 
of  this  denial  of  exploration  activities,  potential 
mineral  resources  in  the  area  would  not  be  fully 
evaluated. 

Nonfederal  mineral  estate  on  25,720  acres 
within  the  designated  area  would  not  be  affected 
by  withdrawal.  (See  Appendix  E.) 

No  mining  development  is  projected  in  the  des- 
ignated area. 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  29,298  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  of  mineral 
resources  within  the  designated  area  by  curtailing 
one  general  mineral  exploration  program  and  one 
comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Partial  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  55,018  acres  and  close  ten  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  within  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA.  No  substantial  loss  in  motorized  recreation 
use  would  result,  as  this  area  presently  receives 
a  minimal  amount  of  use. 

Opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use 
would  be  lost  on  the  ten  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Closing  ten  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  two  mineral  exploration  programs 
undertheParf/a/VW/dernessalternative  would  pre- 
serve opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  approximately  2,500  acres 
within  the  area  by  eliminating  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motor  vehicles  along  ten  miles  of  ve- 
hicle ways. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 


on  all  55,018  acres  of  the  designated  portion  of 
the  WSA  by  precluding  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  by  eliminating  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  ten  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

WildernessdesignationundertheParf/a/l/l//7o'er- 
ness  alternative  would  not  provide  additional  pro- 
tection for  any  of  the  WSA's  five  known  poten- 
tially eligible  National  Register  sites,  as  they  are 
all  outside  of  the  designated  area. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  not 
provide  additional  protection  for  any  potentially 
eligible  National  Register  sites  within  the  WSA,  as 
they  would  be  outside  of  the  designated  area. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  place 
15,588  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
within  the  WSA  under  wilderness  designation. 

Within  the  designated  area,  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  would  benefit  from:  1)  the  preven- 
tion of  habitat  loss  resulting  from  surface  disturb- 
ance, and  2)  the  long-term  rehabilitation  of  hab- 
itat through  revegetation  of  existing  surface 
disturbance.  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
clude two  mineral  exploration  programs  in  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat,  thus  preventing  approxi- 
mately one  acre  of  surface  disturbance.  Existing 
surface  disturbance  on  1.2  acres  would  revege- 
tate  as  a  result  of  closing  one  mile  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  one  acre  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface  dis- 
turbance from  two  mineral  exploration  programs. 
It  would  also  allow  the  rehabilitation  of  existing 
surface  disturbance  on  1.2  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  by  closing  one  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

WildernessdesignationundertheParf/a/l/l//7o'er- 
ness  alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately 1 .5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by  precluding  surface 
disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams within  the  55,018-acre  designated  area. 

Closing  ten  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  washes 
to  motorized  recreation  use  would  provide  further 
protection  for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  mon- 
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ster  by  minimizing  the  potential  of  individuals  and 
burrows  being  crushed  by  motor  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  1 .5  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  mon- 
ster by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from  two 
mineral  exploration  programs.  It  would  also  min- 
imize the  potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing 
desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and 
their  burrows  by  closing  ten  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Area  Recommended  for  Uses 
Other  Than  Wilderness 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Wilderness  values  on  the  48,347-acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  returned  to  other  resource  uses  would 
not  receive  the  management  protection  provided 
by  wilderness  designation.  Over  the  long-term, 
wilderness  values  in  certain  areas  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use, 
mining  and  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance. 

Naturalness 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram and  one  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  3.5  acres  by  removing  vegeta- 
tion and  surface  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term,  the  nat- 
ural character  of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased 
impacts  of  the  exploration  programs. 

Two  surface  mines  would  be  developed  and 
accessed  by  cherrystemmed  roads.  Both  of  these 
mines  would  be  in  one  drainage  on  the  eastern 
flank  of  the  Bill  Williams  Mountains.  Mining,  pro- 
cessing, storage  of  tailings  and  road  construction 
for  these  mines  would  directly  impair  naturalness 
on  a  total  of  approximately  350  acres  by  removing 
surface  soils  and  vegetation  and  recontouring  the 
landscape.  During  the  life  of  the  mining  opera- 
tions, the  disturbances  would  involve  mine  pits, 
structures,  motorized  equipment,  tailings  piles 
and  access  roads.  Following  abandonment  of  the 
operations  and  reclamation,  the  disturbances 
would  involve  only  areas  around  the  pits  (cov- 
ering a  total  of  approximately  90  acres).  The  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or 
impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  operations 
on  approximately  2,500  acres  —  where  the  oper- 


ations would  be  visible  within  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  40  miles  (48 
acres)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  continue  to  impair  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  With  continued 
motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  not 
revegetate  or  recontour  through  natural  pro- 
cesses. The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness 
would  consequently  be  impaired  over  approxi- 
mately 13,000  acres  —  the  immediate  area  of  dis- 
turbance and  the  larger  area  from  which  the  vehi- 
cle ways  are  visible. 

The  natural  character  of  two  acres  would  be  dis- 
turbed by  construction  of  one  apron  water  catch- 
ment, one  pothole  water  catchment  and  one  live- 
stock exclosure.  Soil  and  plants  would  be 
removed  during  construction  to  accommodate 
the  facilities,  but  would  be  reused  to  help  conceal 
the  developments.  The  man-made  structures 
would  remain  on-site  indefinitely,  but  would 
blend  in  with  their  surroundings  through  design 
and  placement  considerations.  The  surrounding 
construction  areas  would  be  revegetated  and  re- 
contoured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place. 
The  visibility  of  the  catchments  and  exclosure 
would  reduce  the  visitor's  perception  of  natural- 
ness on  approximately  20  acres  surrounding  the 
facilities. 

Construction  of  three  miles  of  powerline  in  the 
corridor  that  overlaps  the  southwest  corner  of  the 
WSA  would  impair  naturalness  on  7.5  acres  by  re- 
moving surface  soils  and  installing  towers  and 
lines.  The  surface  disturbances  in  this  area  would 
result  from  the  use  of  motorized  equipment.  In 
addition,  the  visibility  of  the  surface  disturbances 
and  powerline  facilities  would  impair  the  visitors' 
perception  of  naturalness  over  an  area  of  approx- 
imately 200  acres  within  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 


Solitude 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram and  one  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
around  3.5  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longerthan  one 
month  for  each  exploration  program.  Once  the 
exploration  ended,  opportunities  for  solitude 
would  be  restored. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  nondesignated  area,  sights  and  sounds 
from  the  development  and  operation  of  two  sur- 
face mines  would  result  in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This 
loss  would  be  noticeable  on  the  350  acres  dis- 
turbed by  mining  operations  and  on  approxi- 
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mately  2,500  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
operations,  and  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the 
mines.  The  sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the 
mines  would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motor- 
ized equipment,  vehiculartraffic  and  human  activ- 
ity at  the  operations  and  along  the  access  roads. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  40  miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  continue 
to  impair  opportunities  for  solitude.  Visitors 
would  see  or  hear  the  motorized  vehicles  that  use 
these  ways  on  approximately  13,000  acres  within 
the  nondesignated  area. 

The  projected  increases  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  1 ,900  to  4,750  VDY  and  in  nonmot- 
orized  recreation  use  from  20  to  50  VDY  would 
increase  the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other 
recreation ists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities in  the  corridor  along  the  southwest  corner  of 
the  WSA  would  periodically  impair  opportunities 
for  solitude.  Wilderness  users  would  be  likely  to 
see  or  hear  motorized  equipment  and  work  crews 
within  a  200-acre  area  adjacent  to  the  powerline 
during  construction  and  maintenance  periods. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram and  one  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  3.5  acres  —  the  result  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 350  acres  in  one  drainage  on  the  eastern 
flank  of  the  Bill  Williams  Mountains  because  of 
mineral  development  on  two  surface  mines.  This 
loss  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining  op- 
erations. In  addition,  sights  and  sounds  asso- 
ciated with  development  and  operation  of  the  two 
mines  would  impair  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reational opportunities  on  approximately  2,500 
acres  immediately  surrounding  the  mining  oper- 
ations. These  impacts  would  primarily  affect 
opportunities  for  hiking,  sightseeing  and  horse- 
back riding  in  a  portion  of  the  Bill  Williams  Moun- 
tains. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  40  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  due  to  visitor 
encounters  with  motorized  vehicles  within  this 
portion  of  the  WSA. 


The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  1,900  to  4,750  VDY  would  increase  the 
likelihood  of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  ve- 
hicles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primi- 
tive recreation  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities and  their  associated  motorized  equipment 
usage  would  impair  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  by  causing  visitor 
encounters  with  work  crews  and  motorized  equip- 
ment on  approximately  200  acres  near  the  power- 
line.  Such  impacts  would  be  temporary  in  nature, 
with  the  maintenance  activities  covering  usually 
less  than  one  week  per  year. 


Special  Features 

None  of  the  uses  and  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  in  the  48,347  acres  returned  to 
other  resource  uses  under  the  Partial  Wilderness 
alternative  would  affect  the  scenic  value  of  the 
southern  portion  of  this  WSA.  One  general  min- 
eral exploration  program  would  occur  in  this  area. 

However,  the  location  of  these  exploration  activ- 
ities in  the  interior  drainages  would  be  such  that 
the  complex  system  of  drainages  and  mountains 
would  effectively  screen  the  view  of  any  resulting 
surface  disturbances. 

Impacts  on  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Hab- 
itat for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  One  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program,  one  general  mineral  exploration 
program  and  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines  would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natu- 
ralness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a 
total  of  approximately  2,500  acres  (five  percent  of 
the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  40  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  rec- 
reation on  approximately  13,000  acres  (29  per- 
cent of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA). 
The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  1 ,900  to  4,750  VDY  would  further  impair 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  opportunities  in 
this  area. 

Construction  of  one  apron  wildlife  water  catch- 
ment, one  pothole  and  one  livestock  exclosure 
would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness 
on  approximately  20  acres. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately  200 
acres. 
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The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  20  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

The  Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  allow 
mineral  entry  on  16,267  acres  of  public  land. 

An  additional  32,080  acres  of  nonfederal  min- 
eral estate  would  be  included  in  the  area.  (SeeAp- 
pendix  £.) 

It  is  estimated  that  one  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  program  and  one  general  exploration 
program  (covering  a  total  of  approximately  3.5 
acres)  would  occur,  and  two  surface  mines  (total- 
ing approximately  350  acres)  would  be  developed 
in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA.  As  a 
result,  potential  mineral  resources  in  the  area 
would  be  fully  evaluated  and  developed. 

Conclusion:  Mineral  resources  within  the  nonde- 
signated portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  fully  eval- 
uated in  two  mineral  exploration  programs  and  de- 
veloped at  two  projected  mines. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Partial  Wilderness  alternative,  40 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  on  48,347  acres  would 
remain  available  for  motorized  recreation  use.  Be- 
cause of  regional  population  growth,  BLM  esti- 
mates that  motorized  recreation  use  would 
increase  to  4,750  VDY  from  1 ,900  VDY.  While  this 
150  percent  increase  would  periodically  lessen 
motorized  recreation  opportunities  due  to  over- 
crowding on  heavy  use  periods,  the  resource  is 
generally  adequate  to  accommodate  this  growth 
without  impairing  opportunities  for  motorized  rec- 
reation. 

Conclusion:  An  estimated  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  to  4,750  VDY  from  1,900  VDY 
would  not  affect  opportunities  for  motorized  rec- 
reation use  on  the  40  miles  of  vehicle  ways  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA,  except  for 
some  impairment  during  heavy  use  periods. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Partial  Wilderness  alternative,  oper- 
ations at  two  surface  mines  would  impair  nonmot- 
orized recreation  opportunities  over  approxi- 
mately 2,500  acres  —  including  the  350  acres 
occupied  by  the  mines  and  the  surrounding  area 
subject  to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  the  mining  op- 


eration. Temporary  impairment  would  also  result 
from  two  mineral  exploration  programs  in  the 
area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation  use. 
Nonmotorized  recreation ists  would  be  subjected 
to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  recreation 
use,  especially  along  the  40  miles  of  common 
access  routes.  An  estimated  13,000  acres  would 
be  affected  —  the  area  on  and  adjacent  to  the  ve- 
hicle ways  where  motorized  vehicles  could  be 
seen  and  heard  by  nonmotorized  recreation  ists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  150  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Construction  of  three  miles  of  new  powerline 
and  maintenance  activities  along  the  powerline 
right-of-way  would  occasionally  disturb  nonmot- 
orized recreation  opportunities  on  approximately 
200  acres  because  of  the  operation  of  motorized 
equipment. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  lessened  across  a  total  of 
approximately  2,500  acres  (five  percent  of  the  non- 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  two  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  the  development  of  two 
surface  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 13,000  acres  (29  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
motorized  recreation  use  on  40  miles  of  vehicle 
ways.  These  opportunities  would  be  further 
impaired  by  a  150  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 200  acres  by  powerline  construction  and 
maintenance  activities. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  Partial  Wilderness  alternative,  cer- 
tain uses  and  activities  in  the  portion  of  the  WSA 
not  designated  wilderness  could  have  an  adverse 
effect  on  five  known  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  sites.  The  uses  and  activities  which  could 
impact  the  integrity  of  these  cultural  resource 
sites  are 

—  increased  visitation  by  motorized  and  non- 
motorized  recreation  users  (including  hunt- 
ers and  hikers),  who  could  impact  these  sites 
by  artifact  theft  or  various  forms  of  site  use 
ranging  from  casual  disturbance  to  vandal- 
ism or  destruction. 
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—  mining  activities,  including  exploration  and 
the  excavation  of  less  than  five  acres  (without 
the  benefit  of  a  cultural  resource  evaluation 
as  required  by  a  plan  of  operation  for  larger 
acreages),  which  could  damage  or  destroy 
these  sites  by  surface  disturbance. 

—  construction  of  three  miles  of  powerline, 
which  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  the  sites 
by  surface  disturbance. 

In  addition,  surface  disturbances  on  approxi- 
mately 350  acres  from  the  development  of  two 
mines  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  one  or  more 
of  these  five  sites. 

Conclusion:  Five  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister sites  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  and  site  destruction  result- 
ing from  increased  visitation  by  recreation  users, 
and  by  surface  disturbances  resulting  from  min- 
eral exploration,  the  development  of  two  mines 
and  construction  of  three  miles  of  powerline. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

If  48,347  acres  are  returned  to  other  resource 
uses,  24,374  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  hab- 
itat within  the  WSA  would  not  have  the  protection 
wilderness  designation  would  provide.  As  a 
result,  some  of  this  habitat  would  be  lost  because 
of  surface  disturbances  from  mining  activities  and 
powerline  construction.  Two  surface  mines 
would  be  developed  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  hab- 
itat, causing  approximately  350  acres  of  surface 
disturbance.  In  addition,  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  would  disturb  approximately  3.5  acres 
of  habitat.  The  loss  of  habitat  from  these  disturb- 
ances would  persist  until  the  operations  are  aban- 
doned and  fully  rehabilitated.  The  construction  of 
three  miles  of  powerline  would  disturb  an  addi- 
tional 7.5  acres  of  habitat. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  7.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  (8.9  acres)  would  not  revegetate 
because  of  continued  motorized  recreation  use. 
As  a  result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that 
is  affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be 
rehabilitated. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  two  min- 
eral exploration  programs,  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  and  construction  of  three  miles 
of  powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 361  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  7.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  rehabilita- 
tion of  8.9  acres  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines  and  construction  activities  along  three 
miles  of  powerline  within  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA  could  cause  a  loss  of  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by  directly 
disturbing  a  total  of  approximately  361  acres. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  40  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  result  in  des- 
ert tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  being 
crushed  by  vehicles.  The  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  would  be  crushed  along  vehi- 
cle ways  in  the  foothill  portions  of  the  area.  In  ad- 
dition, desert  tortoise  individuals  and  their  bur- 
rows (which  are  concentrated  in  wash  areas) 
would  be  crushed  in  washes  that  are  accessible 
to  motorized  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  two  min- 
eral exploration  programs,  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  and  construction  of  three  miles 
of  powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 361  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  within  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  40  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  their 
burrows. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


WHIPPLE  MOUNTAINS 

ADDITION 

(AZ-050-10)  -  1,380  Acres 

Proposed  Action/Partial 
Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Whipple  Moun- 
tains Addition  WSA  would  designate  1,260  acres 
as  wilderness  and  120  acres  for  other  resource 
uses.  This  alternative  differs  from  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  in  that  the  eastern  boundary  was 
adjusted  to  allow  for  maintenance  activities  along 
an  existing  powerline  right-of-way  (Map  2-8). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 
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Area  Proposed  for  Wilderness 
Designation 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  provide  long-term  management  pro- 
tection for  wilderness  values  on  1 ,260  acres  of  the 
WSA.  Wilderness  values  would  benefit  because 
motorized  recreation  use  would  be  precluded. 
Two  surface  mines,  on  mining  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights,  would  be  developed  within  the  wil- 
derness in  a  manner 
affecting    wilderness 
values    —    however, 
this  use  would  occur 
under  all  alternatives. 


Naturalness 

Mining,  process- 
ing, storage  of  tail- 
ings and  road  con- 
struction for  the  two 
surface  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would 
directly  impair  natu- 
ralness on  a  total  of 
approximately  350 
acresbyremovingsur- 
face  soils  and  vegeta- 
tion, and  recontour- 
ing  the  landscape. 
Both  of  these  mines 
would  be  in  drainages 
near  the  area's  east- 
ern boundary.  During 
the  life  of  the  mining 
operations,  the  dis- 
turbances would 
involve  structures, 
motorized  equip- 
ment, mine  pits,  tail- 
ings piles  and  access 
roads.  Following 

abandonment  of  the 
operations  and  recla- 
mation, the  disturb- 
ances would  involve 
only  areas  around  the 
pits  (covering  a  total 
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of  approximately  90  acres).  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or  impaired  dur- 
ing the  life  of  the  mining  operations  on  1 ,260  acres 
—  where  the  operations  would  be  visible  over  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Solitude 

Within  the  designated  area,  sights  and  sounds 
from  the  development  and  operation  of  two  sur- 
face mines  and  1.25  miles  of  access  road  would 
result  in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be 
noticeable  on  the  350  acres  disturbed  by  the  min- 
ing operations  as  well  as  the  entire  1 ,260-acre  des- 
ignated    area,     and 
would    continue    for 
the  life  of  the  mines. 
The       sights       and 
sounds      associated 
with  the  mines  would 
include     noise     and 
dust  from  motorized 
equipment,  vehicular 
traffic     and     human 
activity  at  the  opera- 
tions and  along  the 
access  roads. 

Eliminating  motor- 
ized recreation  use  on 
one-half  mile  of  trails 
wouldenhanceoppor- 
tunities  for  solitude. 
Wilderness  visitors 
would  not  see  or  hear 
motorized  vehicles  on 
the  1,260  acres  of  the 
designated  area  pres- 
ently subject  to  the 
sights  and  sounds  of 
motorized  recreation 
use. 

The  projected  in- 
crease in  nonmoto- 
rized  recreation  use 
from  40  to  95  VDY 
would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors 
meeting  other  recrea- 
tionists,  thereby  re- 
ducing opportunities 
for  solitude. 
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Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 350  acres  because  of  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights.  This  loss  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the 
mining  operations.  Sights  and  sounds  associated 
with  development  and  operation  of  the  two  mines 
and  vehicle  access  would  impair  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreational  opportunities  over  the 
entire  1,260-acre  designated  area. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  one- 
half  mile  of  trails  would  enhance  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  minimiz- 
ing the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters  with  motor- 
ized vehicles  within  the  designated  area. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  Native  American  values,  desert  tor- 
toise, and  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
respectively  in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Native 
American  Values,  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat  and 
Special  Status  Wildlife  Species  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  the  wilderness  values  of  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  1,260 
acres  (100  percent  of  the  designated  portion  of 
the  WSA)  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use 
on  one-half  mile  of  trails. 

The  development  of  two  surface  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  a  total  of 
1,260  acres  (100  percent  of  the  designated  area). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  40  to  95  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  wilderness  designation  would  pro- 
hibit motorized  recreation  use  on  1 ,260  acres  and 
close  one-half  mile  of  trails  within  the  designated 
portion  of  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area  of  an  esti- 
mated ten  VDY  of  motorized  recreation  use  would 
result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  one-half  mile  of 
trails  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA, 
some  of  the  displaced  motorized  recreation  users 
could  find  comparable  opportunities  on  nearby 
areas  of  public  land. 


Conclusion:  Closing  one-half  mile  of  trails  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  impaired  over  an  area  of  1 ,260  acres 
by  sights  and  sounds  from  mining,  construction 
and  traffic  at  two  surface  mines  on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  on  the  1,260  acres  within  the  area  by 
eliminating  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motor  vehi- 
cles. Nonmotorized  recreation  activities  that 
would  benefit  from  these  actions  include  day  hik- 
ing, rockhounding,  sightseeing,  backpacking, 
wildlife  observation,  and  photography. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  on  all  1 ,260  acres 
of  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA  by  elimi- 
nating motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half  mile 
of  trails. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  lessened  across  1,260  acres  by  the  develop- 
ment of  two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pro- 
videadditionalprotectionforoneestimated  poten- 
tially eligible  National  Registers'^  by  closing  one- 
half  mile  of  trails  to  motorized  recreation  use 
within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

The  prohibition  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  restrict  public  access  to  this  site,  which 
would  help  prevent  casual  disturbance,  vandal- 
ism and  destruction  of  the  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  this  site. 

Surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 350  acres  from  the  development  of  two  sur- 
face mines  (on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights) 
could  destroy  the  integrity  of  this  cultural 
resource  site. 
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Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  one-half  mile  of  trails  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  could  cause  site  destruction  at  this  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Native  American  Values 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  bene- 
fit Native  American  values  over  most  of  the  Whip- 
ple Mountains  Addition  area  by  eliminating  ten 
VDY  of  motorized  recreation  use  from  the  area. 

This  action  would  benefit  the  cultural  and  nat- 
ural conditions  considered  necessary  for  main- 
taining Native  American  values  in  the  Whipple 
Mountains  Addition  area  by  reducing  the  possibil- 
ity of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism  and  the  intro- 
duction of  unnatural  objects  or  features  into  the 
area. 

Surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 350  acres  from  the  development  of  two  sur- 
face mines  (on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights) 
would  adversely  impactthe  natural  orcultural  con- 
ditions associated  with  Native  American  values  in 
the  Whipple  Mountains  Addition  area. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  bene- 
fit the  natural  and  cultural  conditions  considered 
necessary  to  maintain  Native  American  tradi- 
tional values  associated  with  the  Whipple  Moun- 
tains Addition  area  by  eliminating  motorized  rec- 
reation use  within  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  impair  the  natural  and  cultural  con- 
ditions associated  with  Native  American  tradi- 
tional values  in  the  Whipple  Mountains  Addition 
area. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  place  1,260  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA  under  wilderness 
designation. 


Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  on  approxi- 
mately 350  acres  would  be  lost  because  of  surface 
disturbance  from  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbance  from  the  devel- 
opment of  two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately 350  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habi- 
tat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Closing  one-half  mile  of  washes  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  provide  further  protection 
for  the  desert  tortoise  by  minimizing  the  potential 
of  individuals  and  burrows  from  being  crushed  by 
motor  vehicles. 

Habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  and  little  long- 
nosed  bat  could  be  lost  as  the  result  of  approxi- 
mately 350  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  the 
development  of  two  surface  mines  on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  mini- 
mize the  potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing  des- 
ert tortoise  individuals  and  burrows  by  closing 
one-half  mile  of  trails  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
350  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tor- 
toise and  the  little  long-nosed  bat  within  the  area. 


Area  Recommended  for  Uses 
Other  Than  Wilderness 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Wilderness  values  on  the  120-acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  returned  to  other  resource  uses  would 
not  receive  the  management  protection  provided 
by  wilderness  designation.  Over  the  long-term, 
wilderness  values  in  the  entire  area  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use 
and  powerline  maintenance. 

Naturalness 

None  of  the  projected  uses  or  management 
actions  would  impact  the  natural  character  of  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 
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Solitude 

Sights  and  sound  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  one-half  mile  of  trails  would  continue  to 
impair  opportunities  for  solitude.  Visitors  would 
see  or  hear  the  motorized  vehicles  that  use  these 
trails  on  all  120  acres  of  the  nondesignated  area. 

Powerline  maintenance  activities  would  period- 
ically and  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for  sol- 
itude. Wilderness  users  would  be  likely  to  see  or 
hear  motorized  equipment  and  work  crews  within 
the  120-acre  area  along  the  west  side  of  the  pow- 
erline (which  forms  portions  of  the  area's  eastern 
boundary)  during  maintenance  periods. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half  mile  of 
trails  would  continue  to  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  due  to  visitor 
encounters  with  motorized  vehicles  within  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Powerline  maintenance  activities  and  their  asso- 
ciated motorized  equipment  usage  would  impair 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ation by  causing  visitor  encounters  with  work 
crews  and  motorized  equipment  on  120  acres 
along  the  powerline.  Such  impacts  would  be  tem- 
porary in  nature,  usually  covering  less  than  one 
week  per  year. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  Native  American  values,  desert  tor- 
toise and  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
respectively  in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Native 
American  Values,  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat  and 
Special  Status  Wildlife  Species  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half 
mile  of  trails  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilder- 
ness values  of  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on 
120  acres  (100  percent  of  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA). 

Powerline  maintenance  activities  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  solitude  and  primitive  rec- 
reation on  1 20  acres  (1 00  percent  of  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA). 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  one-half  mile  of  trails  on  120  acres 
would  remain  available  for  motorized  recreation 
use. 

Because  of  the  closure  of  one-half  mile  of  trails 
in  the  designated  area  (which  would  displace 


motorized  use  to  this  area)  and  because  of 
regional  population  growth,  BLM  estimates  that 
motorized  recreation  use  would  increase  to  60 
VDY  from  50  VDY.  This  minor  increase  would  not 
affect  the  quality  of  motorized  recreation  oppor- 
tunities in  the  area. 

Conclusion:  An  estimated  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  to  60  VDY  from  50  VDY  would  not 
affect  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use 
on  the  one-half  mile  of  trails  in  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized  rec- 
reation use.  Nonmotorized  recreationists  would 
be  subjected  to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motor- 
ized recreation  use,  especially  along  the  one-half 
mile  of  common  access  routes.  An  estimated  120 
acres  would  be  affected  —  the  area  on  and  adja- 
cent to  the  trails  where  motorized  vehicles  could 
be  seen  and  heard  by  nonmotorized  recreation- 
ists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  increase  of  ten 
VDY  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the  area. 
As  a  result,  nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  the 
nondesignated  portion  would  decrease  from  an 
estimated  10  VDY  to  an  estimated  0  VDY. 

Maintenance  activities  along  the  powerline 
right-of-way  would  occasionally  disturb  nonmot- 
orized recreation  opportunities  on  all  120  acres 
within  the  area  because  of  the  operation  of  motor- 
ized equipment. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  continue  to  be  impaired  across 
1 20  acres  (1 00  percent  of  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recreation  use  on 
one-half  mile  of  trails.  These  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  20  percent  increase  in  mo- 
torized recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  120  acres 
by  powerline  maintenance  activities. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Nondesignation  of  this  120-acre  portion  of  the 
WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any  significant  cul- 
tural resources,  as  no  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  sites  are  projected  to  be  located  inside 
the  area. 
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Conclusion:  Nondesignation  of  this  portion  of  the 
WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any  significant  cul- 
tural resources  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Native  American  Values 

Under  this  alternative,  Native  American  values 
associated  with  a  portion  of  Whipple  Mountain 
area  would  not  receive  the  protection  provided  by 
wilderness  designation.  Over  the  long  term,  the 
conditions  necessary  for  maintaining  Native 
American  values  in  this  area  could  experience 
adverse  impacts  from  increases  in  motorized  rec- 
reation use  from  50  to  60  VDY.  This  use  could 
introduce  unnatural  conditions  into  the  nondesig- 
nated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  On  the  portion  of  the  Whipple  Moun- 
tains Addition  WSA  not  designated  wilderness, 
increases  in  motorized  recreation  use  from  50  to 
60  VDY  could  adversely  impact  the  conditions 
considered  necessary  for  maintaining  Native 
American  values. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Only  120  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
would  be  included  within  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 

None  of  the  uses  and  activities  that  are  pro- 
jected under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  affect  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  No  impacts  to  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  are  projected  in  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half  mile  of 
trails  within  the  nondesignated  area  would  con- 
tinue to  occasionally  result  in  desert  tortoise  indi- 
viduals being  crushed  by  motor  vehicles.  The  des- 
ert tortoise  individuals  and  their  burrows  (which 
are  concentrated  in  wash  areas)  would  be 
crushed  in  washes  that  are  accessible  to  motor- 
ized vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half 
mile  of  trails  would  continue  to  occasionally 
crush  desert  tortoise  individuals  and  their  bur- 
rows. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  within  the  WSA  would  be  dis- 
turbed by  mineraldevelopmentand  motorized  rec- 
reation use. 

Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

The  development  of  two  mines  would  disturb 
the  naturalness  of  the  area  in  the  long  term. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

The  minerals  mined  would  be  used  up  and  irre- 
versibly lost  to  future  use. 

Wilderness  values  could  be  irretrievably 
impaired  on  the  350  acres  developed  for  minerals. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  for  the  Whipple 
Mountains  WSA  would  designate  1,380  acres  as 
wilderness. 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  Alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  1,380  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  because  motorized  recre- 
ation use  and  powerline  maintenance  activities 
would  be  precluded.  Two  surface  mines,  on  min- 
ing claims  with  valid  existing  rights,  would  be 
developed  within  the  wilderness  in  a  manner  af- 
fecting wilderness  values  —  however,  this  use 
would  occur  under  all  alternatives. 


Naturalness 

Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road 
construction  for  the  two  surface  mines  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights  would  directly  impair  na- 
turalness on  a  total  of  approximately  350  acres  by 
removing  surface  soilsand  vegetation,  and  recont- 
ouring  the  landscape.  Both  of  these  mines  would 
be  in  drainages  near  the  area's  eastern  boundary. 
During  the  life  of  the  mining  operations,  the  dis- 
turbances would  involve  structures,  motorized 
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equipment,  mine  pits,  tailings  piles,  and  access 
roads.  Following  abandonment  of  the  operations 
and  reclamation,  the  disturbances  would  involve 
only  areas  around  the  pits  (covering  a  total  of 
approximately  90  acres).  The  visitor's  perception 
of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or  impaired  during 
the  life  of  the  mining  operations  on  1,380  acres 
—  where  the  operations  would  be  visible  over  the 
WSA. 


Solitude 

Within  the  WSA,  sights  and  sounds  from  the 
development  and  operation  of  two  surface  mines 
and  1.25  miles  of  access  road  would  result  in  a 
loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be  noticeable  on 
the  350  acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations  as 
well  as  the  entire  1 ,380-acre  WSA,  and  would  con- 
tinue for  the  life  of  the  mines.  The  sights  and 
sounds  associated  with  the  mines  would  include 
noise  and  dust  from  motorized  equipment,  vehic- 
ular traffic  and  human  activity  at  the  operations 
and  along  the  access  roads. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  one 
mile  of  trails  would  enhance  opportunities  for  sol- 
itude. Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see  or  hear 
motorized  vehicles  on  the  1 ,380  acres  of  the  WSA 
presently  subject  to  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  40  to  100  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude. 

Precluding  maintenance  activities  along  the 
west  side  of  the  powerline  that  forms  portions  of 
the  area's  eastern  boundary  would  enhance 
opportunities  for  solitude.  Wilderness  users 
would  not  see  or  hear  the  motorized  equipment 
that  is  used  for  these  activities  within  a  120-acre 
area  adjacent  to  the  powerline. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 350  acres  because  of  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights.  This  loss  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the 
mining  operations.  Sights  and  sounds  associated 
with  development  and  operation  of  the  two  mines 
and  vehicle  access  would  impair  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreational  opportunities  over  the 
entire  1,380-acre  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  one 
mile  of  trails  would  enhance  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  minimiz- 
ing the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters  with  motor- 
ized vehicles  within  the  WSA. 


Precluding  powerline  maintenance  activities 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  by  preventing  visitor 
encounters  with  motorized  equipment  and  work 
crews  on  approximately  120  acres  along  the  pow- 
erline. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  Native  American  values,  desert  tor- 
toise, and  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
respectively  in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Native 
American  Values,  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat  and 
Special  Status  Wildlife  Species  f  or  th  is  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  the  wilderness  values  of  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  1,380 
acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  pow- 
erline maintenance  activities  and  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  trails. 

The  development  of  two  surface  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  1,380 
acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  40  to  1 00  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  1,380  acres  and  close  one  mile  of 
trails  within  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area  of  an 
estimated  60  VDY  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  one  mile  of  trails 
within  the  WSA,  some  of  the  displaced  motorized 
recreation  users  could  find  comparable  opportu- 
nities on  nearby  areas  of  public  land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  one  mile  of  trails  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportuni- 
ties for  motorized  recreation  use  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  nonmoto- 
rized recreation  opportunities  would  be  impaired 
over  an  area  of  1,380  acres  by  sights  and  sounds 
from  mining,  construction  and  traffic  at  two  sur- 
face mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 
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The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  all  1,380  acres  within  the  WSA 
by  eliminating  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motor 
vehicles.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activities  that 
would  benefit  from  these  actions  include  day  hik- 
ing, rockhounding,  bighorn  sheep  viewing,  sight- 
seeing, backpacking  and  photography. 

Precluding  powerline  maintenance  activities 
would  preserve  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  on  all  1 ,380  acres 
of  the  WSA  by  precluding  powerline  maintenance 
activities,  and  by  eliminating  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  one  mile  of  trails. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  lessened  across  1,380  acres  by  the  develop- 
ment of  two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  one  estimated  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  one  mile  of  trails  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  within  the  WSA. 

The  prohibition  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  restrict  public  access  to  this  site,  which 
would  help  prevent  casual  disturbance,  vandal- 
ism and  destruction  of  the  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  this  site. 

Surface  disturbances  on  approximately  350 
acres  from  the  development  of  two  surface  mines 
(on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights)  could 
destroy  the  integrity  of  this  cultural  resource  site. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  one  mile  of  trails  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  could  cause  site  destruction  at  this  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Native  American  Values 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  benefit  Native  American 
traditional  values  in  the  Whipple  Mountains  Addi- 
tion area  by  eliminating  60  VDY  of  motorized  rec- 
reation use  from  the  area. 

This  action  would  benefit  the  cultural  and  nat- 
ural conditions  considered  necessary  for  main- 
taining Native  American  values  in  the  Whipple 
Mountains  Addition  area  by  reducing  the  possibil- 
ity of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  the  intro- 
duction of  unnatural  objects  or  features  into  the 
area. 

Surface  disturbances  on  approximately  350 
acres  from  the  development  of  two  mines  (on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights)  would  adversely 
impact  the  natural  or  cultural  conditions  asso- 
ciated with  Native  American  values  in  the  Whipple 
Mountains  Addition  area. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  bene- 
fit the  natural  and  cultural  conditions  considered 
necessary  to  maintain  Native  American  tradi- 
tional values  associated  with  Whipple  Mountains 
Addition  area  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation 
use  within  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  impair  the  natural  and  cultural  con- 
ditions associated  with  Native  American  tradi- 
tional values  in  the  Whipple  Mountains  Addition 
area. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  afford  wil- 
derness protection  for  1,380  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  on  a  total  of 
approximately  350  acres  would  be  lost  because 
of  surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbance  from  the  devel- 
opment of  two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately 350  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habi- 
tat. 
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Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Closing  one  mile  of  washes  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  provide  further  protection  for  the 
desert  tortoise  by  minimizing  the  potential  of  in- 
dividuals and  burrows  being  crushed  by  vehicles. 

Habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  and  little  long- 
nosed  bat  could  be  lost  as  the  result  of  350  acres 
of  surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  mini- 
mize the  potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing  des- 
ert tortoise  individuals  and  burrows  by  closing 
one  mile  of  trails  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
350  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tor- 
toise and  the  little  long-nosed  bat  within  the  area. 

Wo  other  resources  would  be  Impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return 
1,380  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-9). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  none  of 
the  wilderness  values  on  1,380  acres  of  the  WSA 
would  receive  the  management  protection  pro- 
vided by  wilderness  designation.  Over  the  long 
term,  wilderness  values  in  the  entire  area  would 
be  adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation 
use,  two  anticipated  mining  ventures,  and  power- 
line  maintenance. 


Naturalness 

Two  surface  mines  would  be  developed  and 
supported  by  1.75  miles  of  access  road.  Both  of 
these  mines  would  be  in  drainages  near  the  area's 
eastern  boundary.  Mining,  processing,  storage  of 
tailings  and  road  construction  for  these  mines 
would  directly  impair  naturalness  on  a  total  of  ap- 
proximately 350  acres  by  removing  surface  soils 
and  vegetation  and  recontouring  the  landscape. 
During  the  life  of  the  mining  operations,  the  dis- 
turbances would  involve  structures,  motorized 


equipment,  mine  pits,  tailings  piles  and  access 
roads.  Following  abandonment  of  the  operations 
and  reclamation,  the  disturbances  would  involve 
only  areas  around  the  pits  (covering  a  total  of 
approximately  90  acres).  The  visitor's  perception 
of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or  impaired  during 
the  life  of  the  mining  operations  on  an  area  of 
1 ,380  acres  —  where  the  operations  would  be  vis- 
ible over  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  1.75  miles  (2.1 
acres)  of  mine  road  within  the  WSA  would  impair 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  With  con- 
tinued motor  vehicle  use,  the  roads  would  not 
revegetate  or  recontour  through  natural  pro- 
cesses. The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness 
would  consequently  be  impaired  over  the  entire 
1,380-acre  area  —  including  the  immediate  area 
of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area  from  which  the 
roads  are  visible. 


Solitude 

Within  the  WSA,  sights  and  sounds  from  the 
development  and  operation  of  two  surface  mines 
and  1.75  miles  of  access  road  would  result  in  a 
loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be  noticeable  on 
the  350  acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations  as 
well  as  the  entire  1 ,380-acre  WSA,  and  would  con- 
tinue for  the  life  of  the  mines.  The  sights  and 
sounds  associated  with  the  mines  would  include 
noise  and  dust  from  motorized  equipment,  vehic- 
ular traffic  and  human  activity  at  the  operations 
and  along  the  access  roads. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  one  mile  of  trails  and  1.75  miles  of  mine 
road  would  continue  to  impair  opportunities  for 
solitude.  Visitors  would  see  or  and  hear  the  motor- 
ized vehicles  that  use  these  trails  and  roads  on  all 
1,380  acres  of  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increases  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  60  to  125  VDYand  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from  40  to  75  VDY  would  increase 
the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreation- 
ists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude 
within  the  area. 

Powerline  maintenance  activities  would  period- 
ically and  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for  sol- 
itude. Wilderness  users  would  be  likely  to  see  or 
hear  motorized  equipment  and  work  crews  within 
the  120-acre  area  along  the  west  side  of  the  pow- 
erline (which  forms  portions  of  the  area's  eastern 
boundary)  during  maintenance  periods. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
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imately  350  acres  because  of  mineral  develop- 
ment on  two  surface  mines.  This  loss  would  con- 
tinue for  the  life  of  the  mining  operations.  Sights 
and  sounds  associated  with  mining  development 
would  impair  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ational opportunities  over  the  entire  1,380-acre 
WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  trails 
and  1.75  miles  of  mine  road  would  continue  to 
impair  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  due  to  visitor  encounters  with  motor- 
ized vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  60  to  1 25  VDY  would  further  increase  the 
likelihood  of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  ve- 
hicles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primi- 
tive recreation  within  the  WSA. 

Powerline  maintenance  activitiesandtheirasso- 
ciated  motorized  equipment  usage  would  impair 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ation by  causing  visitor  encounters  with  work 
crews  and  motorized  equipment  on  approxi- 
mately 120  acres  along  the  powerline.  Such 
impacts  would  be  temporary  in  nature,  usually 
covering  less  than  one  week  per  year. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  Native  American  values,  desert  tor- 
toise, and  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
respectively  in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Native 
American  Values,  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat  and 
Special  Status  Wildlife  Species  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  The  development  of  two  surface 
mines  would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natu- 
ralness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  1 ,380 
acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  trails 
and  1.75  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  soli- 
tude and  primitive  recreation  opportunities  on 
1,380  acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA).  The  pro- 
jected increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  from 
60  to  125  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Powerline  maintenance  activities  would  cause 
a  loss  or  impairment  of  wilderness  values  of  natu- 
ralness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  opportu- 
nities on  120  acres  (nine  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  40  to  75  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  one  mile 
of  trails  and  1 .75  miles  of  new  mine  road  on  1 ,380 
acres  would  be  available  for  motorized  recreation 
use.  Because  of  regional  population  growth,  BLM 
estimates  that  motorized  recreation  use  would 
increase  to  an  estimated  125  VDY  from  60  VDY. 
While  this  108  percent  increase  would  periodi- 
cally lessen  motorized  recreation  opportunities 
due  to  overcrowding  on  heavy  use  periods,  the 
resource  is  generally  adequate  to  accommodate 
this  growth  without  impairing  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation. 

Conclusion:  An  estimated  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  to  1 25  VDY  from  60  VDY  would  not 
affect  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use 
on  the  one  mile  of  trails  and  1.75  miles  of  mine 
roads  within  the  WSA,  except  for  some  impair- 
ment during  heavy  use  periods. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  nonmoto- 
rized recreation  opportunities  would  be  impaired 
over  the  entire  1,380-acre  WSA  by  sights  and 
sounds  from  mining,  construction  and  traffic  at 
two  surface  mines  within  the  area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation 
use.  Nonmotorized  recreationists  would  be  sub- 
jected to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  rec- 
reational use,  especially  along  the  one  mile  of 
trails  and  1.75  miles  of  new  mine  roads.  An  esti- 
mated 1,380  acres  would  be  affected  —  the  area 
on  and  adjacent  to  the  trails  where  motorized  ve- 
hicles could  be  seen  and  heard  by  nonmotorized 
recreationists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  108  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Maintenance  activities  along  the  utility  right-of- 
way  would  require  use  of  motorized  equipment, 
which  would  occasionally  impair  nonmotorized 
recreation  opportunities  across  approximately 
120  acres  within  the  area. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  lessened  across  1 ,380  acres  (1 00  per- 
cent of  the  WSA)  by  the  development  of  two  sur- 
face mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  1 ,380  acres 
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(100  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recreation 
use  on  one  mile  of  trails  and  1.75  miles  of  mine 
roads.  These  opportunities  would  be  further 
impaired  by  a  108  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 1 20  acres  by  powerline  maintenance  activ- 
ities. 

Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  certain 
uses  and  activities  could  have  an  adverse  effect 
ononeestimatedpotentiallyeligibleA/af/'ona/fteg- 
ister  site.  The  uses  and  activities  which  could 
impact  the  integrity  of  this  cultural  resource  site 
consist  of  increased  visitation  by  motorized  and 
nonmotorized  recreation  users  (including  hunt- 
ers and  hikers),  who  could  impact  this  site  by  var- 
ious forms  of  site  use  ranging  from  casual  disturb- 
ance to  vandalism  or  destruction. 

In  addition,  surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of 
approximately  350  acres  from  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  (on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights)  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  the  one  site. 

Conclusion:  One  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister site  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  destruction  resulting 
from  increased  visitation  by  recreation  users,  and 
by  surface  disturbances  resulting  from  the  devel- 
opment of  two  mines. 

Impacts  on  Native  American  Values 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  allow  the 
following  uses  and  activities  in  this  WSA: 

—  increases  in  nonmotorized  and  motorized  rec- 
reation use  from  100  to  200  VDY 

—  the  development  of  two  mines,  which  would 
result  in  the  surface  disturbances  on  approx- 
imately 350  acres 

—  motorized  recreation  use  on  1.75  miles  of 
mine  roads,  which  would  prevent  revegeta- 
tion  of  2.1  acres  of  surface  disturbance 

These  usesand  activities  could  introduce  unnat- 
ural conditions  into  the  WSA  which  would  contrib- 
ute to  the  deterioration  of  loss  of  natural  and  cul- 
tural conditions  necessary  to  maintain  Native 
American  cultural  values  in  the  Whipple  Moun- 
tains Addition  area. 

Conclusion:  Increases  in  recreation  use  from  100 
to  200  VDY,  surface  disturbances  on  approxi- 
mately 350  acres  from  the  development  of  two 
mines,  and  continued  motorized  recreation  use 


on  1 .75  miles  of  mine  roads  would  impair  the  con- 
ditions considered  necessary  to  maintain  Native 
American  traditional  values  associated  with  the 
Whipple  Mountains  Addition  area. 

Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  1,380 
acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  within  the 
WSA  would  not  have  the  protection  wilderness 
designation  would  provide. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  on  approxi- 
mately 350  acres  would  be  lost  because  of  surface 
disturbance  from  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines. 

Surface  disturbances  on  1 .75  miles  of  new  mine 
roads  (2.1  acres)  would  not  revegetate  because 
of  continued  motorized  recreation  use.  As  a 
result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that  is 
affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be  reha- 
bilitated. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  the  devel- 
opment of  two  surface  mines  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  350  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  1.75 
miles  of  mine  roads  would  preclude  rehabilitation 
of  2.1  acres  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat. 

Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  and  the 
little  long-nosed  bat  would  be  lost  as  the  result 
of  approximately  350  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
from  the  development  of  two  surface  mines. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  trails 
and  1.75  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to 
occasionally  result  in  desert  tortoise  individuals 
being  crushed  by  vehicles.  The  desert  tortoise 
individuals  and  their  burrows  (which  are  concen- 
trated in  wash  areas)  would  be  crushed  in  washes 
that  are  accessible  to  motorized  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  the  devel- 
opment of  two  surface  mines  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  350  acres  of  potential  hab- 
itat for  the  desert  tortoise  and  the  little  long-nosed 
bat  within  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  trails 
and  1.75  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to 
occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  individuals  and 
their  burrows. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 
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GIBRALTAR  MOUNTAIN 
(AZ-050-12)  -  25,260  Acres 

Proposed  Action/Partial 
Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Gibraltar  Moun- 
tain WSA  would  designate  18,805  acres  as  wilder- 
ness and  6,455  acres  for  other  resource  uses.  This 
alternative  differs  from  the  All  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive in  that  boundary  adjustments  would  reduce 
conflicts  with  high  potential  mineralized  areas  on 
the  west  boundary  of  the  WSA,  improve  recre- 
ation access  on  the  southwest  boundary,  and 
improve  recreation  access  along  the  eastern 
boundary  (Map  2-10). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Area  Proposed  for  Wilderness 
Designation 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would   provide   long-term   management 


protection  for  wilderness  values  on  18,805  acres 
of  the  WSA.  Wilderness  values  would  benefit  in 
certain  areas  because  motorized  recreation  use, 
two  general  mineral  exploration  programs,  one 
anticipated  mining  venture,  and  powerline  con- 
struction would  be  precluded.  One  underground 
mine,  on  mining  claims  with  valid  existing  rights, 
would  be  developed  within  the  wilderness  in  a 
manner  affecting  wilderness  values  —  however, 
this  use  would  occur  under  all  alternatives. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  two  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  benefit  the  preservation  of  natural 
values  on  approximately  three  acres  by  prevent- 
ing soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized 
equipment. 

Precluding  the  development  of  one  moderate 
sized  surface  mine  by  withdrawal  of  the  area  from 
mineral  entry  would  benefit  the  preservation  of 
natural  values  on  approximately  300  acres.  The 
soil  and  vegetation  removal  and  landscape  recont- 
ouring  that  would  result  from  mining  operations 
would  be  prevented  on  the  lands.  Mine  pits,  struc- 
tures, motorized  equipment,  access  roads  and 
other  types  of  developments  would  not  be 
allowed  to  occur. 

Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road 
construction  for  the  one  underground  mine  on 
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View  north  to  Gibraltar  Mountain  WSA 
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claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  directly 
impair  the  natural  character  of  approximately  five 
acres  by  removing  surface  soils  and  vegetation, 
and  recontouring  the  landscape.  This  mine  would 
be  in  a  shallow  drainage  near  the  area's  eastern 
boundary.  During  the  life  of  the  mining  opera- 
tions, the  disturbances  would  involve  a  mine  tun- 
nel, structures,  motorized  equipment,  tailings 
piles  and  access  roads.  Following  abandonment 
of  the  operations  and  reclamation,  this  disturb- 
ance would  involve  only  a  small  area  around  the 
tunnel  (covering  less  than  one  acre).  The  visitor's 
perception  of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or 
impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  operations 
on  approximately  100  acres  —  where  the  opera- 
tions would  be  visible  within  the  designated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  15 
miles  (18.0  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without 
motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revege- 
tate  and  recontour  through  natural  processes. 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  4,450  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  within  the 
utility  corridor  that  overlaps  the  northeast  edge  of 
the  WSA  would  maintain  the  wilderness  value  of 
naturalness.  The  installation  of  towers  and  lines 
would  be  precluded  in  4.5  miles  of  corridor,  and 
10.25  acres  of  vegetation  and  soil  disturbances 
from  motorized  equipment  would  not  occur 
within  the  corridor. 


Solitude 

Precluding  two  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  preserve  opportunities  for  solitude 
during  the  time  when  exploration  would  other- 
wise have  taken  place. 

Precluding  one  surface  mining  operation  on 
300  acres  would  maintain  opportunities  for  soli- 
tude over  approximately  1 ,200  acres.  If  this  mine 
was  developed,  it  would  cause  additional  dust, 
noise,  human  activity  and  vehicular  traffic  within 
the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  designated  area,  sights  and  sounds 
from  the  development  and  operation  of  one  under- 
ground mine  and  0.5  miles  of  access  road  would 
result  in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be 
noticeable  on  the  12.5  acres  disturbed  by  mining 
operations  and  on  approximately  1 00  acres  imme- 
diately surrounding  the  operations,  and  would 
continue  for  the  life  of  the  mine.  The  sights  and 
sounds  associated  with  the  mine  would  include 
noise  and  dust  from  motorized  equipment,  vehic- 


ular traffic  and  human  activity  at  the  operations 
and  along  the  access  roads.  The  rugged  system 
of  drainages  and  ridges  would  effectively  screen 
the  mine  from  visitors  over  most  of  the  area. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  15 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  4,450  acres  of 
the  designated  area  presently  subject  to  the 
sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  80  to  150  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreation ists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  — 
especially  in  the  interior  drainages. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  in  the  portion  of  the  utility  corri- 
dor that  overlaps  the  area's  northeastern  bound- 
ary would  maintain  opportunities  for  solitude. 
Wilderness  users  would  not  see  or  hear  the  motor- 
ized equipment  that  is  used  for  these  activities 
within  a  1,440-acre  area  along  the  corridor. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  two  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  preserve  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  during  those  periods 
when  such  activity  would  otherwise  occur. 

Precluding  the  development  of  one  moderate 
sized  surface  mine  in  a  major  interior  drainage 
would  preserve  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  on  approximately  300 
acres,  and  maintain  these  opportunities  over  an 
additional  425  acres. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  five  acres  in  a 
shallow  drainage  near  the  area's  eastern  bound- 
ary because  of  the  development  of  one  under- 
ground mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 
This  loss  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining 
operations.  Sights  and  sounds  associated  with 
development  and  operation  of  the  mine  and  one- 
half  mile  of  vehicle  access  would  impair  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreational  opportunities  on 
approximately  100  acres  immediately  sur- 
rounding the  mining  operations.  These  impacts 
would  primarily  affect  opportunities  for  hiking 
and  horseback  riding  in  the  drainage.  Out- 
standing opportunities  for  hiking,  horseback  rid- 
ing, wildlife  viewing,  sightseeing  and  rock- 
climbing  would  be  available  over  the  remainder 
of  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  15 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
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with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  designated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  maintain  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  prevent- 
ing visitor  encounters  with  motorized  equipment 
and  work  crews  on  approximately  200  acres  along 
the  powerline. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Hab- 
itat for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude,  and  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
18,705  acres  (99  percent  of  the  designated  portion 
of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  two  general  mineral 
exploration  programs,  the  development  of  one 
small  underground  mine,  and  construction  and 
maintenance  activities  along  4.5  miles  of  power- 
line;  and  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use 
on  15  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  one  surface  mine  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair  the  wilder- 
ness values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  on  approximately  100 
acres  (one  percent  of  the  designated  area). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  80  to  1 50  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  12,415  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial 
Wilderness  alternative  would  result  in  curtailment 
of  two  general  mineral  exploration  programs  (cov- 
ering a  total  of  approximately  three  acres)  and  the 
denial  of  one  surface  mine  (covering  approxi- 
mately 300  acres).  Because  of  this  denial  of  min- 
ing activities,  potential  gold  and  copper  resources 
in  the  central  core  of  the  area  would  not  be  fully 
evaluated  and  developed. 

Some  of  the  gold  and  copper  resources  within 
the  area  are  projected  to  be  developed  at  one 
small  underground  mine  (covering  approximately 
five  acres)  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Nonfederal  mineral  estate  on  6,390  acres  within 
the  designated  area  would  not  be  affected  by  with- 
drawal. (See  Appendix  E.) 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  12,415  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  devel- 


opment of  gold  and  copper  resources  within  the 
designated  area  by  curtailing  two  general  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  denying  one  projected 
mine. 

Some  of  the  gold  and  copper  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  developed  at  one  projected 
mine,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  wilderness  designation  would  pro- 
hibit motorized  recreation  use  on  18,805  acres 
and  close  15  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  des- 
ignated portion  of  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area 
of  an  estimated  800  VDY  of  motorized  recreation 
use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  15  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA, 
some  of  the  displaced  motorized  recreation  users 
could  find  comparable  opportunities  on  the  two 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  accessing  the  6,455-acre 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  or  on  nearby 
areas  of  public  land  outside  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Closing  15  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precludingtwogeneralmineralexploration  pro- 
grams and  the  development  of  one  surface  mine 
under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness  al- 
ternative would  preserve  opportunities  for  non- 
motorized  recreation  use  on  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 1,200  acres  within  the  designated  portion 
of  the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approximately  100 
acres  by  sights  and  soundsfrom  mining,  construc- 
tion and  traffic  at  one  small  underground  mine 
within  the  area. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  approximately  4,450  acres 
within  the  area  by  eliminating  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motor  vehicles  along  15  miles  of  vehicle 
ways.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activities  that 
would  benefit  from  these  actions  include  day  hik- 
ing, bighorn  sheep  viewing,  rockhounding  and 
photography. 
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Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  approximately 
1,440  acres  within  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
on  a  total  of  approximately  18,705  acres  (99  per- 
cent of  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  pre- 
cluding two  mineral  exploration  programs,  the 
development  of  one  underground  mine,  and  con- 
struction and  maintenance  activities  along  4.5 
miles  of  powerline,  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  15  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  lessened  across  approximately  100  acres  by 
the  development  of  one  underground  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pro- 
vide additional  protection  for  one  known  poten- 
tially eligible  National  Register  site  and  one 
known  potentially  eligible  National  Register  dis- 
trict (consisting  of  12  sites)  by: 

—  closing  15  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA  to  motorized 
recreation  use, 

—  precluding  two  general  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  one  surface  mining  operation, 
and 

—  precluding  construction  of  4.5  miles  of  pow- 
erline. 

The  prohibition  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  restrict  public  access  to  the  sites,  and  the 
preclusion  of  mining-related  activities  and  power- 
line  construction  activities  would  reduce  surface 
disturbances  which  may  otherwise  impact  these 
sites.  Together  these  measures  would  help  pre- 
vent casual  disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruc- 
tion of  these  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  these  sites. 

Surface  disturbances  on  approximately  five 
acres  from  the  development  of  one  underground 
mine  (on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights)  could 
destroy  the  integrity  of  one  or  more  of  the  sites. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 


Register  site  and  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  district  by  closing  15  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  by  preclud- 
ing two  mineral  exploration  programs,  the  devel- 
opment of  one  surface  mine  and  construction  of 
4.5  miles  of  powerline  within  the  designated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  could  cause  site  destruction  at  one  or 
more  of  these  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  place  1 7,800  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA  under  wilderness 
designation. 

Within  the  designated  area,  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  would  benefit  from:  1)  the  preven- 
tion of  habitat  loss  resulting  from  surface  disturb- 
ance, and  2)  the  long-term  rehabilitation  of  hab- 
itat through  revegetation  of  existing  surface 
disturbance.  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
clude two  general  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  the  development  of  one  surface  mine  in  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat,  thus  preventing 
approximately  303  acres  of  surface  disturbance. 
Precluding  construction  of  4.5  miles  of  powerline 
would  prevent  surface  disturbance  on  another 
10.25  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 
Finally,  existing  surface  disturbance  on  18  acres 
would  revegetate  as  a  result  of  closing  15  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  within  the  habitat  area  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  on  approxi- 
mately five  acres  would  be  lost  because  of  surface 
disturbance  from  the  development  of  one  under- 
ground mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  313  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface  dis- 
turbance from  two  mineral  exploration  programs, 
the  development  of  one  surface  mine  and  con- 
struction of  4.5  miles  of  powerline.  It  would  also 
allowthe  rehabilitation  of  existing  surface  disturb- 
ance on  18  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
by  closing  15  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
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ing  rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately five  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  31 3  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster, 
bald  eagle  and  peregrine  falcon  by  precluding 
three  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  two 
general  mineral  exploration  programs,  300  acres 
of  surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine,  and  10.25  acres  of  surface  dis- 
turbance from  the  construction  of  4.5  miles  of 
powerline  within  the  18,805-acre  designated  area. 

Closing  15  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  provide  further  protection 
for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by  min- 
imizing the  potential  of  individuals  and  burrows 
being  crushed  by  motor  vehicles. 

Habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster, 
bald  eagle  and  peregrine  falcon  could  be  lost  as 
the  result  of  approximately  five  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  from  mining  developments  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  31 3  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster, 
bald  eagleand  peregrine  falcon  by  precluding  sur- 
face disturbances  from  two  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  one  surface  mine 
and  construction  of  4.5  miles  of  powerline.  It 
would  also  minimize  the  potential  for  motor  vehi- 
cles crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals  and  their  burrows  by  closing  15  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately five  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise,  Gila  monster,  bald  eagle  and  peregrine 
falcon  within  the  area. 


Area  Recommended  for  Uses 
Other  Than  Wilderness 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Wilderness  values  on  the  6,455-acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  returned  to  other  resource  uses  would 
not  receive  the  management  protection  provided 
by  wilderness  designation.  Over  the  long  term, 


wilderness  values  in  certain  areas  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use, 
mineral  exploration  activities,  one  mining  venture 
and  powerline  construction  activities. 

Naturalness 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  three  acres  by  removing  surface 
vegetation  and  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term  the  nat- 
ural character  of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased 
impacts  of  the  exploration  programs. 

Two  underground  mines  would  be  developed 
and  supported  by  1.5  miles  of  access  road.  Both 
of  these  miles  would  be  on  slopes  along  the  West- 
ern boundary  of  the  WSA.  Mining,  processing, 
storage  of  tailings  and  road  construction  for  these 
mines  would  directly  impair  naturalness  on  a  total 
of  approximately  100  acres  by  removing  surface 
soils  and  vegetation  and  recontouring  the  land- 
scape. During  the  life  of  the  mining  operations, 
the  disturbances  would  involve  mine  tunnels, 
structures,  motorized  equipment,  tailings  piles 
and  access  roads.  Following  abandonment  of  the 
operations  and  reclamation,  the  disturbances 
would  involve  only  small  areas  around  the  tunnels 
(covering  not  more  than  one  acre  each).  The  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or 
impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  operations 
on  an  area  of  approximately  1 ,000  acres  —  where 
the  operations  would  be  visible  within  the  nonde- 
signated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  two  miles  (2.4 
acres)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  continue  to  impair  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  With  continued 
motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  not 
revegetate  or  recontour  through  natural  pro- 
cesses. The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness 
would  consequently  be  impaired  over  approxi- 
mately 600  acres  —  the  immediate  area  of  disturb- 
ance and  the  larger  area  from  which  the  vehicle 
ways  are  visible. 

Construction  of  2.5  miles  of  powerline  in  por- 
tions of  the  utility  corridor  that  overlap  the  north- 
eastern edge  of  the  WSA  would  impair  natural- 
ness on  6.25  acres  by  removing  vegetation  and 
surface  soils  and  installing  towers  and  lines.  The 
surface  disturbances  in  this  area  would  result 
from  the  use  of  motorized  equipment.  In  addition, 
the  visibility  of  the  surface  disturbances  and  pow- 
erline facilities  would  impair  the  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  over  an  area  of  approximately 
800  acres  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA. 
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Solitude 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
around  three  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longer  than  one 
month. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  nondesignated  area,  sights  and  sounds 
from  the  development  and  operation  of  two  under- 
ground mines  and  1 .5  miles  of  access  road  would 
result  in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be 
noticeable  on  the  100  acres  disturbed  by  mining 
operations  and  on  approximately  1,000  acres 
immediately  surrounding  the  operations,  and 
would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mines.  The 
sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the  mines 
would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motorized 
equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and  human  activity  at 
the  operations  and  along  the  access  roads. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  1.5  miles  of 
mine  roads  would  continue  to  impair  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Visitors  would  see  or  hear  the 
motorized  vehicles  that  use  these  ways  on  approx- 
imately 600  acres  within  the  nondesignated  area. 

The  projected  increases  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  1,350  VDY  and  in  nonmot- 
orized  recreation  use  from  20  to  50  VDY  would 
increase  the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other 
recreationists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities in  the  corridor  along  the  northeast  side  of  the 
WSA  would  periodically  impair  opportunities  for 
solitude.  Wilderness  users  would  be  likely  to  see 
or  hear  motorized  equipment  and  work  crews 
within  the  800-acre  area  adjacent  to  the  powerline 
during  construction  and  maintenance  periods. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  three  acres  —  the  result  of  mechanical 
equipment  operation  and  the  presence  of  explo- 
ration teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 1 00  acres  on  slopes  along  the  WSA's  west- 
ern boundary  because  of  mineral  development  on 
two  underground  mines.  This  loss  would  con- 
tinue for  the  life  of  the  mining  operations.  Sights 


and  sounds  associated  with  development  and 
operation  of  the  two  mines  and  1.5  miles  of  vehicle 
access  would  impairprimitiveand  unconfined  rec- 
reational opportunities  on  approximately  1,000 
acres  immediately  surrounding  the  mining  oper- 
ations. These  impacts  would  primarily  affect 
opportunities  for  hiking  and  horseback  riding 
along  the  area's  western  edge. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  1.5  miles  of  mine  road  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  due  to  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  this  portion  of  the 
WSA.  The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  1,350  VDY  would  increase 
the  likelihood  of  visitor  encounters  with  motor- 
ized vehicles,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
primitive  recreation  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities and  their  associated  motorized  equipment 
usage  would  impair  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  by  causing  visitor 
encounters  with  work  crews  and  motorized  equip- 
ment on  approximately  800  acres  near  the  power- 
line.  Such  impacts  would  be  temporary  in  nature, 
with  the  maintenance  activities  usually  covering 
less  than  one  week  per  year. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Hab- 
itat for  this  alternative. 

Conc/us/on:  One  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  and  the  development  of  two  under- 
ground mines  would  impair  the  wilderness  values 
of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
on  a  total  of  approximately  1,000  acres  (15  per- 
cent of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  rec- 
reation on  approximately  600  acres  (nine  percent 
of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  from  100  to  1,350  VDY  would  fur- 
ther impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  in  this  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approx- 
imately 800  acres  (13  percent  of  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  20  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


272 


ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

The  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  allow  mineral  entry  on  3,245  acres 
of  public  land.  (The  remaining  160  acres  of  federal 
mineral  estate  are  under  U.S.  Bureau  of  Reclama- 
tion withdrawal,  and  would  remain  closed  to  min- 
eral entry.) 

An  additional  3,050  acres  of  nonfederal  mineral 
estate  would  be  included  in  the  area.  (See  Ap- 
pendix E.) 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram (covering  approximately  three  acres)  would 
continue  and  two  underground  mines  (covering 
a  total  of  approximately  1 00  acres)  wou  Id  be  devel- 
oped on  public  land  in  the  western  portion  of  the 
WSA.  As  a  result  of  the  mining  activities,  potential 
gold  resources  would  be  evaluated  and  devel- 
oped on  lands  that  are  not  under  Bureau  of  Rec- 
lamation withdrawal  in  this  area. 

Conclusion:  Gold  resources  within  the  nondesig- 
nated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  fully  evaluated 
in  one  mineral  exploration  program  and  devel- 
oped at  two  projected  mines. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  on  6,455 
acres  would  remain  available  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 

Because  of  the  closure  of  15  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  in  the  designated  area  (which  would  dis- 
place motorized  recreation  use  to  this  area)  and 
because  of  regional  population  growth,  BLM  esti- 
mates that  motorized  recreation  use  would  in- 
crease to  1,350  VDY  from  100  VDY.  This  large 
increase  would  decrease  opportunities  for  motor- 
ized recreation  due  to  overcrowding  on  heavy  use 
periods. 

Conclusion:  A  1,250  percent  increase  in  motor- 
ized recreation  use  would  decrease  the  opportu- 
nities for  motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  in  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approxi- 
mately 1,000  acres  by  sights  and  sounds  from 


mining,  construction  and  traffic  at  two  under- 
ground mines  within  the  nondesignated  area. 
Temporary  impairment  would  also  result  from 
one  mineral  exploration  program  in  the  area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation  use. 
Nonmotorized  recreation ists  would  be  subjected 
to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  recreation 
use,  especially  along  the  two  miles  of  vehicle 
ways.  An  estimated  600  acres  would  be  affected 
—  the  area  on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle  ways 
where  motorized  vehicles  could  be  seen  and 
heard  by  nonmotorized  recreationists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  1,250  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Construction  of  a  new  2.5-mile  segment  of  pow- 
eriine  and  maintenance  activities  along  the  pow- 
erline  right-of-way  would  occasionally  disturb 
nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  across 
approximately  800  acres  within  the  area  because 
of  the  operation  of  motorized  equipment. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  lessened  across  a  total  of 
approximately  1 ,000  acres  (15  percent  of  the  non- 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  one  mineral 
exploration  program  and  the  development  of  two 
underground  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 600  acres  (nine  percent  of  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways.  These 
opportunities  would  be  further  impaired  by  a 
1,250  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 800  acres  (13  percent  of  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA)  by  powerline  construc- 
tion and  maintenance  activities. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Nondesignation  of  this  6,455-acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any  significant 
cultural  resources,  as  no  potentially  eligible  Na- 
tional Register  sites  are  projected  to  be  located 
inside  of  the  area. 

Conclusion:  Nonwilderness  designation  of  this 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any 
significant  cultural  resources. 
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Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

If  6,455  acres  are  returned  to  other  resource 
uses,  5,510  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
within  the  WSA  would  not  have  the  protection  wil- 
derness designation  would  provide.  As  a  result, 
some  of  this  habitat  would  be  lost  because  of  sur- 
face disturbances  from  mining  activities  and  pow- 
erline  construction.  Two  underground  mines 
would  be  developed  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  hab- 
itat, causing  approximately  100  acres  of  surface 
disturbance.  In  addition,  one  comprehensive  min- 
eral exploration  program  would  disturb  approxi- 
mately three  acres  of  habitat.  The  loss  of  habitat 
from  these  disturbances  would  persist  until  the 
operations  are  abandoned  and  fully  rehabilitated. 
The  construction  of  2.5  miles  of  powerline  would 
disturb  an  additional  6.25  acres  of  habitat. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  two  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  (2.4  acres)  and  1 .5  miles  of  new  mine 
roads  (1.7  acres)  would  not  revegetate  because 
of  continued  motorized  recreation  use.  As  a 
result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that  is 
affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be  reha- 
bilitated. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  one  min- 
eral exploration  program,  the  development  of  two 
underground  mines  and  construction  of  2.5  miles 
of  powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 109  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  two 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  1.5  miles  of  new  mine 
roads  would  preclude  rehabilitation  of  4.1  acres 
of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  one  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  program,  the  development  of 
two  underground  mines  and  construction  of  2.5 
miles  of  powerline  could  cause  a  loss  of  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  bald  eagle 
and  peregrine  falcon  on  a  total  of  approximately 
109  acres. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  two  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  1.5  miles  of  new  mine  roads 
within  the  nondesignated  area  would  continue  to 
occasionally  result  in  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  being  crushed  by  vehicles. 
The  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals 
would  be  crushed  along  vehicle  ways  in  the  foot- 
hills portions  of  the  area.  In  addition,  desert  tor- 
toise individuals  and  their  burrows  (which  are  con- 
centrated in  wash  areas)  would  be  crushed  in 
washes  that  are  accessible  to  motorized  vehicles. 


Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  one  min- 
eral exploration  program  and  the  development  of 
two  underground  mines  would  result  in  the  loss 
of  approximately  1 09  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  bald  eagle  and 
peregrine  falcon  within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  1 .5  miles  of  mining  roads  would  con- 
tinue to  occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  and 
Gila  monster  individuals  and  their  burrows. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  on  portions  of  the  WSA 
would  be  disturbed  by  mineral  development, 
motorized  recreation  use  and  a  new  powerline. 

One  potential  mining  development  would  be 
denied. 


Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

The  development  of  three  mines,  continued 
motorized  recreation  use  and  powerline  construc- 
tion would  disturb  the  naturalness  of  the  area  in 
the  long  term. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

The  minerals  mined  would  be  used  up  and  irre- 
versibly lost  to  future  use. 

Wilderness  values  would  be  irretrievably  lost  on 
105  acres  developed  for  minerals. 

All  Wilderness  Alerrnative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
25,260  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-11). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  Alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  25,260  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
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values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas  because 
motorized  recreation  use,  two  general  mineral 
exploration  programs,  one  comprehensive  min- 
eral exploration  program,  one  anticipated  mining 
venture  and  powerline  construction  would  be  pre- 
cluded. Four  underground  mines,  on  mining 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights,  would  be  devel- 
oped within  the  wilderness  in  a  manner  affecting 
wilderness  values  —  however,  this  use  would 
occur  under  all  alternatives. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  two  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  one  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  benefit  the  preservation  of 
natural  values  on  approximately  six  acres  by  pre- 
venting soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized 
equipment. 

Precluding  the  development  of  one  moderate 
sized  surface  mine  and  the  expansion  of  two  small 
underground  mines  by  withdrawal  of  the  area 
from  mineral  entry  would  benefit  the  preservation 
of  natural  values  on  a  total  of  approximately  340 
acres.  The  soil  and  vegetation  removal  and  land- 
scape recontouring  that  would  result  from  mining 
operations  would  be  prevented  on  the  lands.  Mine 
pits,  tunnels,  structures,  motorized  equipment, 
access  roads  and  other  types  of  developments 
would  not  be  allowed  to  occur. 


Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road 
construction  for  the  four  underground  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  directly  im- 
pair naturalness  on  a  total  of  approximately  65 
acres  by  removing  surface  soils  and  vegetation, 
and  recontouring  the  landscape.  One  of  these 
mines  would  be  in  a  shallow  drainage  near  the 
area's  eastern  boundary,  while  the  other  three 
would  be  on  slopes  along  the  area's  western 
boundary.  During  the  life  of  the  mining  opera- 
tions, the  disturbances  would  involve  mine  tun- 
nels, structures,  motorized  equipment,  tailings 
piles  and  access  roads.  Following  abandonment 
of  the  operations  and  reclamation,  the  disturb- 
ances would  involve  only  small  areas  around  the 
tunnels  (covering  less  than  one  acre  each).  The 
visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be  lost 
or  impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  opera- 
tions on  approximately  250  acres  —  where  the 
operations  would  be  visible  within  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  17 
miles  (20.4  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without 
motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revege- 
tate  and  recontour  through  natural  processes. 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  5,050  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 
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Precluding  powerline  construction  within  the 
utility  corridor  that  overlaps  the  northeast  edge  of 
the  WSA  would  maintain  the  wilderness  value  of 
naturalness.  Seven  miles  of  towers  and  lines 
would  not  be  installed,  and  approximately  17.5 
acres  of  vegetation  and  soil  disturbances  from 
motorized  equipment  would  not  occur  within  the 
corridor. 


Solitude 

Precluding  two  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  one  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  preserveopportunitiesforsol- 
itude  during  the  time  when  exploration  would 
otherwise  have  taken  place. 

Precluding  one  surface  mining  operation  on 
300  acres  and  restricting  two  underground  min- 
ing operations  on  40  acres  would  maintain  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  over  approximately  1,600 
acres  within  the  WSA.  If  mines  were  developed  on 
these  areas,  they  would  cause  additional  dust, 
noise,  human  activity  and  vehicular  traffic  within 
the  WSA. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  WSA,  sights  and  sounds  from  the  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  four  underground  mines 
and  three  miles  of  access  road  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be  noticeable  on 
the  65  acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations  and 
on  approximately  250  acres  immediately  sur- 
rounding the  operations,  and  would  continue  for 
the  life  of  the  mines.  The  sights  and  sounds  asso- 
ciated with  the  mines  would  include  noise  and 
dust  from  motorized  equipment,  vehicular  traffic 
and  human  activity  at  the  operations  and  along 
the  access  roads.  The  rugged  system  of  drainages 
and  ridges  would  effectively  screen  the  mines 
from  visitors  over  most  of  the  area. 

Eliminating  all  motorized  recreation  use  on  17 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  5,050  acres  of 
the  WSA  presently  subject  to  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  200  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  — 
especially  in  the  interior  drainages. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  in  the  portion  of  the  utility  corri- 
dor that  overlaps  the  area's  northeastern  bound- 
ary would  maintain  opportunities  for  solitude. 
Wilderness  users  would  not  see  or  hear  the  motor- 
ized equipment  that  is  be  used  for  these  activities 
within  a  2,240-acre  area  along  the  corridor. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  two  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  one  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  during  those 
periods  when  such  activity  would  otherwise  oc- 
cur. 

Precluding  the  development  of  one  moderate 
sized  surface  mine  in  a  major  interior  drainage 
and  the  expansion  of  two  small  underground 
mines  on  slopes  along  the  area's  western  edge 
would  preserve  opportunities  for  primitive  and  un- 
confined recreation  on  approximately  340  acres, 
and  maintain  these  opportunities  over  an  addi- 
tional 1,600  acres. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 65  acres  in  a  shallow  drainage  near  the 
area's  eastern  edge  and  on  slopes  along  the 
area's  western  edge  because  of  the  development 
of  four  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights.  This  loss  would  continue  for  the 
life  of  the  mining  operations.  Sights  and  sounds 
associated  with  development  and  operation  of  the 
four  mines  and  three  miles  of  vehicle  access 
would  impair  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ational opportunities  on  approximately  250  acres 
immediately  surrounding  the  mining  operations. 
These  impacts  would  primarily  affect  opportuni- 
ties for  hiking  and  horseback  riding  along  the 
area's  eastern  and  western  edges.  Outstanding 
opportunities  for  hiking,  rock  climbing,  horse- 
back riding,  wildlife  viewing  and  sightseeing 
would  be  available  over  the  remainder  of  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  17 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  maintain  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  prevent- 
ing visitor  encounters  with  motorized  equipment 
and  work  crews  on  approximately  2,240  acres 
along  the  powerline. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Hab- 
itat for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
across  a  total  of  approximately  25,010  acres  (99 
percent  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  two  general 
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mineral  exploration  programs,  the  development 
of  one  surface  mine,  and  construction  and  main- 
tenance activities  along  seven  miles  of  powerline, 
by  preventing  the  full  development  of  two  under- 
ground mines,  and  by  eliminating  motorized  rec- 
reation use  on  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  four  underground  mines 
on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  approxi- 
mately 250  acres  (one  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  200  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  15,820  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative 
would  result  in  curtailment  of  two  general  mineral 
exploration  programs  (covering  a  total  of  approx- 
imately six  acres)  and,  the  denial  of  one  projected 
moderate  surface  mine  (covering  approximately 
300  acres).  Because  of  this  denial  of  mining  activ- 
ity, the  area's  potential  gold  and  copper  reserves 
would  not  be  fully  evaluated  and  developed. 

Four  underground  mines  for  copper,  gold  and 
silver  (covering  a  total  of  approximately  65  acres) 
would  be  developed  in  the  east  and  west  portions 
of  the  WSA  on  claims  that  have  proven  discover- 
ies. However,  the  withdrawal  would  restrict  addi- 
tional development  (covering  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 40  acres)  at  two  of  these  mines. 

Nonfederal  mineral  estate  on  9,440  acres  within 
the  WSA  would  not  be  affected  by  withdrawal. 
(See  Appendix  £.) 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  15,820  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  devel- 
opment of  gold  and  copper  resources  within  the 
WSA  by  curtailing  two  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams, denying  the  development  of  one  projected 
mine,  and  restricting  the  development  of  two 
other  mines. 

Some  gold  and  silver  resources  within  the  area 
would  be  developed  at  four  projected  mines,  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  25,260  acres  and  close  17  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area 
of  an  estimated  900  VDY  of  motorized  recreation 
use  would  result. 


Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  1 7  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  within  the  WSA,  some  of  the  displaced 
motorized  recreation  users  could  find  compara- 
ble opportunities  on  nearby  areas  of  public  land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  the  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  within 
the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  two  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams, the  development  of  one  surface  mine  and 
the  expansion  of  two  underground  mines  under 
the  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  preserve 
opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  on 
a  total  of  approximately  1,600  acres  within  the 
WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approximately  250 
acres  by  sights  and  soundsfrom  mining,  construc- 
tion and  traffic  at  four  underground  mines  within 
the  area. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  approximately  5,050  acres 
within  the  WSA  by  eliminating  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motor  vehicles.  Nonmotorized  recre- 
ation activities  that  would  benefit  from  these 
actions  include  day  hiking,  rockhounding,  hunt- 
ing, backpacking,  bighorn  sheep  viewing  and  pho- 
tography. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  approximately 
2,240  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
across  approximately  25,010  acres  (99  percent  of 
the  WSA)  by  precluding  two  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  one  surface  mine, 
theexpansion  of  two  underground  minesand  con- 
struction and  maintenance  activities  along  seven 
miles  of  powerline,  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within 
the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  lessened  across  approximately  250  acres  by 
the  development  of  four  underground  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 
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Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  one  known  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  and  one  known  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  district  (consisting  of  12  sites) 
by: 

—  closing  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  within  the  WSA, 

—  precluding  two  general  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  one  moderate  sized  surface 
mining  operation, 

—  restricting  surface  disturbances  at  two  under- 
ground mining  operations,  and 

—  precluding  construction  of  seven  miles  of 
powerline. 

The  prohibition  of  motorized  recreation  use 
within  the  WSA  would  restrict  public  access  to  the 
sites,  and  the  preclusion  of  mining-related  activ- 
ities and  powerline  construction  activities  would 
reduce  surface  disturbances  which  may  other- 
wise impact  the  sites.  Together  these  measures 
would  help  prevent  casual  disturbance,  vandal- 
ism and  destruction  of  these  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  these  sites. 

Surface  disturbances  on  approximately  65 
acres  from  the  development  of  four  underground 
mines  (on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights)  could 
destroy  the  integrity  of  one  or  more  of  the  sites. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  and  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  district  by  closing  17  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  by  preclud- 
ing two  mineral  exploration  programs,  the  devel- 
opment of  one  surface  mine,  the  expansion  of  two 
underground  mines  and  construction  activities 
along  seven  miles  of  powerline. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  afford  wil- 
derness protection  for  23,310  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA. 

Within  the  WSA,  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
would  benefit  from:  1)  the  prevention  of  habitat 
loss  resulting  from  surface  disturbance,  and  2) 
the  long-term  rehabilitation  of  habitat  through 
revegetation  of  existing  surface  disturbance.  By 
precluding  the  development  of  one  surface  mine 


and  restricting  development  at  two  underground 
mines  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  approxi- 
mately 340  acres  of  surface  disturbance  would  be 
prevented.  The  curtailment  of  two  general  mineral 
exploration  programs  would  prevent  surface  dis- 
turbance on  approximately  six  acres  of  habitat. 
Precluding  construction  of  seven  miles  of  power- 
line  would  prevent  surface  disturbance  on  an- 
other 17.5  acres  of  habitat.  Finally,  closing  17 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  in  the  habitat  area  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  would  result  in  the  revegeta- 
tion of  20.4  acres  of  existing  surface  disturbance. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  on  approxi- 
mately 65  acres  would  be  lost  because  of  surface 
disturbance  from  the  development  of  four  under- 
ground mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  363.5  acres  of  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface 
disturbance  from  two  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams, the  development  of  one  surface  mine,  the 
expansion  of  two  underground  mines,  and  con- 
struction of  seven  miles  of  powerline.  It  would 
alsoallowthe  rehabilitation  of  existing  surfacedis- 
turbance  on  20.4  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  by  closing  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
four  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 65  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately 363.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  bald  eagle  and  pere- 
grine falcon  by  precluding  340  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  from  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  and  the  expansion  of  two  underground 
mines,  six  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  two 
mineral  exploration  activities,  and  17.5  acres  of 
surface  disturbance  from  the  construction  of 
seven  miles  of  powerline. 

Closing  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  washes  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  provide  addi- 
tional protection  to  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  by  minimizing  the  potential  of  individuals 
and  burrows  being  crushed  by  vehicles. 

Habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster, 
bald  eagle  and  peregrine  falcon  could  be  lost  as 
the  result  of  approximately  65  acres  of  surface  dis- 
turbance from  four  underground  mining  opera- 
tions on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 
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Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  363.5  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  mon- 
ster, bald  eagle  and  peregrine  falcon  by  preclud- 
ing surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  explo- 
ration programs,  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine,  the  expansion  of  two  underground  mines 
and  construction  of  seven  miles  of  powerline.  It 
would  also  minimize  the  potential  for  motor  vehi- 
cles crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals  and  their  burrows  by  closing  17  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
four  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 65  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise,  Gila  monster,  bald  eagle  and  peregrine 
falcon  within  the  area. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return 
25,260  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-11). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative  none  of  the 
wilderness  values  on  25,260  acres  would  receive 
the  management  protection  provided  by  wilder- 
ness designation.  Over  the  long  term,  wilderness 
values  in  certain  areas  would  be  adversely 
impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use,  mineral 
exploration  activities,  five  anticipated  mining  ven- 
tures and  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities. 


Naturalness 

Two  general  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
one  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program 
would  directly  impair  the  natural  character  of  ap- 
proximately six  acres  by  removing  surface  vege- 
tation and  soils.  This  disturbance  would  result 
from  motorized  equipment  and  would  be  tempo- 
rary in  nature.  Over  the  long  term  the  natural  char- 
acter of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  natural  pro- 
cesses and  vegetation  growth  erased  impacts  of 
the  exploration  programs. 

Three  underground  mines  and  one  surface 
mine  would  be  developed  and  supported  by  6.25 
miles  of  access  road.  One  of  the  underground 


mines  would  be  in  a  shallow  drainage  near  the 
area's  eastern  boundary,  while  the  other  two 
would  be  on  slopes  along  the  area's  western 
boundary.  The  surface  mine  would  be  in  a  major 
interior  drainage.  Mining,  processing,  storage  of 
tailings  and  road  construction  for  these  mines 
would  directly  impair  naturalness  on  a  total  of 
approximately  405  acres  by  removing  surface 
soils  and  vegetation  and  recontouring  the  land- 
scape. During  the  life  of  the  mining  operations, 
the  disturbances  would  involve  a  mine  pit  and  tun- 
nels, structures,  motorized  equipment,  tailings 
piles  and  access  roads.  Following  abandonment 
of  the  operations  and  reclamation,  the  disturb- 
ances would  involve  only  areas  around  the  pit  and 
tunnels  (covering  approximately  80  acres  around 
the  pit  and  not  less  than  one  acre  each  around 
the  tunnels).  The  visitor's  perception  of  natural- 
ness would  be  lost  or  impaired  during  the  life  of 
the  mining  operations  on  a  total  of  approximately 
1 ,500  acres  —  where  the  operations  would  be  vis- 
ible within  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  17  miles  (20.4 
acres)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natural- 
ness. With  continued  motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehi- 
cle ways  would  not  revegetate  or  recontour 
through  natural  processes.  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  consequently  be 
impaired  over  approximately  5,050  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

Construction  of  seven  miles  of  powerline  in  por- 
tions of  the  utility  corridor  that  overlap  the  north- 
eastern edge  of  the  WSA  would  impair  natural- 
ness of  17.5  acres  by  removing  vegetation  and 
surface  soils  and  installing  towers  and  lines.  The 
surface  disturbances  in  this  area  would  result 
from  the  use  of  motorized  equipment  in  the  area. 
In  addition,  the  visibility  of  the  surface  disturb- 
ancesand  powerlinefacilities  would  impairthevis- 
itor's  perception  of  naturalness  over  an  area  of 
approximately  2,240  acres  within  the  WSA. 


Solitude 

Two  general  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
one  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program 
would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and  around 
approximately  six  acres  because  of  mechanical 
equipment  operation  and  the  presence  of  explo- 
ration teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longer 
than  one  month  for  each  exploration  program. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  WSA,  sights  and  sounds  from  the  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  three  underground 
mines,  one  surface  mine  and  6.25  miles  of  access 
road  would  result  in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This  loss 
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would  be  noticeable  on  the  405  acres  disturbed 
by  the  mining  operations  and  on  approximately 
1,500  acres  immediately  surrounding  the  opera- 
tions, and  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mines. 
The  sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the  mines 
would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motorized 
equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and  human  activity  at 
the  operations  and  along  the  access  roads. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  6.25  miles  of 
mine  roads  would  continue  to  impair  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Visitors  would  see  or  hear  the 
motorized  vehicles  that  use  these  ways  on  approx- 
imately 5,050  acres  within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increases  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  900  to  1,350  VDY  and  in  nonmot- 
orized  recreation  use  from  100  to  150  VDY  would 
increase  the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other 
recreationists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities in  the  corridor  along  the  northeast  side  of  the 
WSA  would  periodically  impair  opportunities  for 
solitude.  Wilderness  users  would  be  likely  to  see 
or  hear  motorized  equipment  and  work  crews 
within  a  2,240-acre  area  adjacent  to  the  powerline 
during  construction  and  maintenance  periods. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Two  general  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
one  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program 
would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for  prim- 
itive and  unconfined  recreation  in  and  around  six 
acres  —  the  result  of  mechanical  equipment  oper- 
ation and  the  presence  of  exploration  teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 405  acres  along  the  area's  eastern  and 
western  edges  and  within  one  major  interior  drain- 
age because  of  mineral  development  on  three 
underground  mines  and  one  surface  mine.  This 
loss  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining  oper- 
ations. Sights  and  sounds  associated  with  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  the  four  mines  and  6.25 
miles  of  vehicle  access  would  impair  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreational  opportunities  on  approx- 
imately 1,500  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
mining  operations.  These  impacts  would  primar- 
ily affect  opportunities  for  hiking  and  horseback 
riding  on  portions  of  the  area's  edges  and  interior. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  17  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  6.25  miles  of  mine  road  would  continue 
to  impair  opportunities  for  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined recreation  due  to  visitor  encounters  with 
motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 


The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  900  to  1,350  VDY  would  increase  the  like- 
lihood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities and  their  associated  motorized  equipment 
usage  would  impair  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  by  causing  visitor 
encounters  with  work  crews  and  motorized  equip- 
ment on  approximately  2,240  acres  near  the  pow- 
erline. Such  impacts  would  be  temporary  in 
nature,  with  maintenance  activities  usually  cov- 
ering less  than  one  week  per  year. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Hab- 
itat for  this  alternative. 

Conc/usion:Two  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams, one  comprehensive  mineral  exploration 
program,  and  the  development  of  three  under- 
ground mines  and  one  surface  mine  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
1,500  acres  (six  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  1 7  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  rec- 
reation on  approximately  5,050  acres  (20  percent 
of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  from  900  to  1,350  VDY  would  fur- 
ther impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  in  this  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approx- 
imately 2,240  acres  (nine  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  150  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  13,460 
acres  of  public  land  in  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  entry  under  the  general  mining 
laws.  (The  remaining  2,360  acres  of  federal  min- 
eral estate  are  under  U.S.  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
withdrawal,  and  would  remain  closed  to  mineral 
entry.) 

An  additional  9,440  acres  of  nonfederal  mineral 
estate  would  be  included  in  the  WSA.  (See  Ap- 
pendix E.) 
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It  is  estimated  that  there  would  be  one  compre- 
hensive mineral  exploration  program  and  two 
general  mineral  exploration  programs  (covering 
a  total  of  approximately  six  acres),  and  that  three 
underground  mines  and  one  surface  mine  (cover- 
ing a  total  of  approximately  405  acres)  would  be 
developed  in  the  WSA.  As  a  result,  potential  gold 
and  copper  resources  would  be  fully  evaluated 
and  developed  on  lands  that  are  not  under  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  withdrawal  in  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Gold  and  copper  resources  on  lands 
that  are  not  under  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdra- 
wal would  be  fully  evaluated  in  three  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  developed  at  four  pro- 
jected mines  in  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  17  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  and  6.25  miles  of  new  mine  road 
on  25,260  acres  would  be  available  for  motorized 
recreation  use.  Because  of  regional  population 
growth,  BLM  estimates  that  motorized  recreation 
use  would  increase  to  an  estimated  1,350  VDY 
from  900  VDY.  While  this  50  percent  increase 
would  periodically  lessen  motorized  recreation 
opportunities  due  to  overcrowding  on  heavy  use 
periods,  the  resource  is  generally  adequate  to 
accommodate  this  growth  without  impairing  op- 
portunities for  motorized  recreation. 

Conclusion:  An  estimated  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  to  1 ,350  VDY  from  900  VDY  would 
not  affect  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation 
use  on  the  1 7  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  6.25  miles 
of  mine  roads  in  the  WSA,  except  for  some  impair- 
ment during  heavy  use  periods. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  sights  and 
sounds  from  the  development  of  three  under- 
ground mines  and  one  surface  mine  would  impair 
opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
over  an  area  of  approximately  1 ,500  acres,  includ- 
ing the  405  acres  directly  impaired  by  mine  equip- 
ment and  mining  activity.  Temporary  impairment 
would  also  result  from  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  in  the  area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation 
use.  Nonmotorized  recreationists  would  be  sub- 
jected to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  rec- 
reational use,  especially  along  the  17  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  6.25  miles  of  new  mine  roads.  An 


estimated  5,050  acres  would  be  affected  —  the 
area  on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle  ways  where 
motorized  vehicles  could  be  seen  and  heard  by 
nonmotorized  recreationists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  50  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Construction  of  seven  miles  of  new  powerline 
and  maintenance  activities  along  the  powerline 
right-of-way  would  require  use  of  motorized 
equipment,  which  would  occasionally  impair  non- 
motorized  recreation  opportunities.  The  sights 
and  sounds  of  the  motorized  equipment  would 
impair  nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities 
over  approximately  2,240  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 1,500  acres  (six  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  three  underground  mines  and  one  sur- 
face mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 5,050  acres  (20  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
motorized  recreation  use  on  17  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  6.25  miles  of  mine  roads.  These  oppor- 
tunities would  be  further  impaired  by  a  50  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 2,240  acres  by  powerline  construction  and 
maintenance  activities. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  certain 
uses  and  activities  could  have  an  adverse  effect 
on  one  known  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister site  and  one  known  potentially  eligible  Na- 
tional Register  district  (consisting  of  12  sites).  The 
uses  and  activities  which  could  impact  the  integ- 
rity of  these  cultural  resource  sites  are  - 

—  increased  visitation  by  motorized  and  non- 
motorized  recreation  users  (including  hunt- 
ers and  hikers),  who  could  impact  these  sites 
by  various  forms  of  site  use  ranging  from  cas- 
ual disturbance  to  vandalism  or  destruction. 

—  mining  activities,  including  exploration  and 
the  excavation  of  less  than  five  acres  (without 
the  benefit  of  a  cultural  resource  evaluation 
as  required  by  a  plan  of  operation  for  larger 
acreages),  which  could  damage  or  destroy 
these  sites  by  surface  disturbance. 
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—  construction  of  seven  miles  of  powerline, 
which  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  the  sites 
by  surface  disturbance. 

In  addition,  surface  disturbances  on  approxi- 
mately 405  acres  from  the  development  of  four 
mines  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  one  or  more 
of  these  sites. 

Conclusion:  One  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister s\te  and  one  potent\a\\ye\\g\b\e  National  Reg- 
ister district  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  cas- 
ual disturbance,  vandalism  and  site  destruction 
resulting  from  increased  visitation  by  recreation 
users,  and  by  surface  disturbances  resulting  from 
mineral  exploration,  the  development  of  four 
mines  and  construction  of  seven  miles  of  power- 
line. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  23,310 
acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  within  the 
WSA  would  not  have  the  protection  wilderness 
designation  would  provide.  As  a  result,  some  of 
this  habitat  would  be  lost  because  of  surface  dis- 
turbances from  mining  activities  and  powerline 
construction.  Three  underground  mines  and  one 
surface  mine  would  be  developed  in  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat,  causing  approximately  405 
acres  of  surface  disturbance.  In  addition,  three 
mineral  exploration  programs  would  disturb  ap- 
proximately six  acres  of  habitat.  The  loss  of  hab- 
itat from  these  disturbances  would  persist  until 
the  operations  are  abandoned  and  fully  rehabili- 
tated. The  construction  of  seven  miles  of  power- 
line  would  disturb  an  additional  17.5  acres  of  hab- 
itat. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  17  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  (20.4  acres)  and  6.25  miles  of  new 
mine  roads  (7.5  acres)  would  not  revegetate 
because  of  continued  motorized  recreation  use. 
As  a  result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that 
is  affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be 
rehabilitated. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  three 
mineral  exploration  programs,  the  development 
of  three  underground  mines  and  one  surface 
mine,  and  construction  of  seven  miles  of  power- 
line  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
428.5  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  17 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  6.25  miles  of  new  mine 
road  would  preclude  rehabilitation  of  27.9  acres 
of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral  explo- 
ration programs,  the  development  of  three  under- 
ground mines  and  one  surface  mine  and  construc- 
tion of  seven  miles  of  powerline  within  the  WSA 
could  cause  a  loss  of  habitat  for  the  desert  tor- 
toise, Gila  monster,  bald  eagle  and  peregrine  fal- 
con on  a  total  of  approximately  428.5  acres. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  17  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  6.25  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue 
to  occasionally  result  in  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  being  crushed  by  vehicles. 
The  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals 
would  be  crushed  along  vehicle  ways  in  the  foot- 
hills portions  of  the  area.  In  addition,  desert  tor- 
toise individualsand  their  burrows  (which  are  con- 
centrated in  wash  areas)  would  be  crushed  in 
washes  that  are  accessible  to  motorized  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  three  min- 
eral exploration  programs,  the  development  of 
three  underground  mines  and  one  surface  mine, 
and  construction  of  seven  miles  of  powerline 
would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  428.5 
acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise, 
Gila  monster,  bald  eagle  and  peregrine  falcon 
within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  17  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  6.25  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue 
to  occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  and  Giia 
monster  individuals  and  their  burrows. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


PLANET  PEAK 
(AZ-050-13)  -  17,645  Acres 

Proposed  Action/Partial 
Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Planet  Peak  WSA 
would  designate  16,430  acres  as  wilderness  and 
return  1,215  acres  to  other  resource  uses.  This 
alternative  differs  from  the  All  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive in  that  the  eastern  boundary  was  adjusted  to 
accommodate  mineral  developments  on  the  east 
side.  (Map  2-12) 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 
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Area  Proposed  for  Wilderness 
Designation 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  provide  long-term  management  pro- 
tection for  wilderness  values  on  16,430  acres  of 
the  WSA.  Wilderness  values  would  benefit  in  cer- 
tain areas  because  motorized  recreation  use,  one 
comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program,  two 
anticipated  mining  ventures  and  powerline  con- 
struction would  be  precluded.  Two  underground 
mines  (one  on  mining  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  and  one  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate) 
would  be  developed  within  the  wilderness  in  a 
manner  affecting  wilderness  values  —  however, 
this  use  would  occur  under  all  alternatives. 

Naturalness 

Precluding  one  comprehensive  mineral  ex- 
ploration program  would  benefit  the  preservation 
of  natural  values  on  approximately  two  acres  by 
preventing  soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motor- 
ized equipment. 


Precluding  the  development  of  one  moderate 
sized  underground  mine  and  one  small  under- 
ground mine  by  withdrawal  of  the  area  from  min- 
eral entry  would  benefit  the  preservation  of  natu- 
ral values  on  a  total  of  approximately  55  acres. 
The  soil  and  vegetation  removal  and  landscape 
recontouring  that  would  result  from  mining  oper- 
ations would  be  prevented  on  the  lands.  Mine  tun- 
nels, structures,  motorized  equipment,  access 
roads  and  other  types  of  developments  would  not 
be  allowed  to  occur. 

Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road 
construction  for  one  underground  mine  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights  and  one  underground 
mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate  would  directly 
impair  naturalness  on  a  total  of  approximately  10 
acres  by  removing  surface  soils  and  vegetation, 
and  recontouring  the  landscape.  Both  of  these 
mines  would  be  a  minor  drainages  near  the  area's 
northwestern  edge.  During  the  life  of  the  mining 
operations,  the  disturbances  would  involve  mine 
tunnels,  structures,  motorized  equipment,  tail- 
ings piles  and  access  roads.  Following  abandon- 
ment of  the  operations  and  reclamation,  the  dis- 
turbances would  involve  only  a  small  area  around 
the  tunnels  (covering  not  more  than  one  acre 
each).  The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness 
would  be  lost  or  impaired  during  the  life  of  the 


View  north  across  Planet  Peak  WSA 
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mining  operations  on  approximately  100  acres  — 
where  the  operations  would  be  visible  within  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  3  miles 
(3.6  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit  the  wil- 
derness value  of  naturalness.  Without  motor  vehi- 
cle use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revegetate  and 
recontour  through  natural  processes.  The  visit- 
or's perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  1,920  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

The  natural  character  of  one  acre  would  be  dis- 
turbed by  construction  of  two  pothole  wildlife 
water  catchments.  Soil  and  plants  would  be 
removed  during  construction  to  accommodate 
the  facilities,  but  would  be  reused  to  help  conceal 
the  developments.  The  man-made  structures 
would  remain  on  site  indefinitely,  but  would  blend 
in  with  their  surroundings  through  design  and 
placement  considerations.  The  surrounding  con- 
struction areas  would  be  revegetated  and  recon- 
toured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place.  The 
visibility  of  the  catchments  would  reduce  the  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  on  approximately 
20  acres  surrounding  the  facilities. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  within  the 
utility  corridor  that  overlaps  the  southwestern 
edge  of  the  WSA  would  maintain  the  wilderness 
value  of  naturalness.  Five  miles  of  towers  and 
lines  would  not  be  installed,  and  12.5  acres  of 
vegetation  and  soil  disturbances  from  motorized 
equipment  would  not  occur  within  the  corridor. 


Solitude 

Precluding  one  comprehensive  mineral  ex- 
ploration program  would  preserve  opportunities 
for  solitude  during  the  time  when  exploration 
would  otherwise  have  taken  place. 

Precluding  two  underground  mining  opera- 
tions on  55  acres  would  maintain  opportunities 
for  solitude  over  approximately  480  acres.  If  these 
mines  were  developed  they  would  cause  addi- 
tional dust,  noise,  human  activity  and  vehicular 
traffic  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  designated  area,  sights  and  sounds 
from  the  development  and  operation  of  two  under- 
ground mines  and  one  mile  of  access  road  would 
result  in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be 
noticeable  on  the  10  acres  disturbed  by  mining 
operations  and  on  approximately  100  acres  imme- 
diately surrounding  the  operations,  and  would 
continue  for  the  life  of  the  mines.  The  sights  and 
sounds  associated  with  the  mines  would  include 
noise  and  dust  from  motorized  equipment,  vehic- 


ular traffic  and  human  activity  at  the  operations 
and  along  the  access  roads.  The  rugged  system 
of  peaks  and  drainages  would  effectively  screen 
the  mines  from  visitors  over  most  of  the  area. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  1,920  acres  of 
the  designated  area  presently  subject  to  the 
sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  15  to  180  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreation  ists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  — 
especially  in  the  interior  drainages. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  in  the  portion  of  the  utility  corri- 
dor that  overlaps  the  area's  southwestern  bound- 
ary would  maintain  opportunities  for  solitude. 
Wilderness  users  would  not  see  or  hear  the  motor- 
ized equipment  that  is  used  for  these  activities 
within  a  3,200-acre  area  along  the  corridor. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  one  comprehensive  mineral  ex- 
ploration program  would  preserve  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  during 
those  periods  when  such  activity  would  otherwise 
occur. 

Precluding  the  development  of  two  under- 
ground mines  (one  along  the  southwestern 
boundary  and  the  other  in  a  drainage  near  the 
northeastern  boundary)  would  preserve  opportu- 
nities for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on 
approximately  55  acres,  and  maintain  these  oppor- 
tunities over  an  additional  480  acres. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 10  acres  in  minor  drainages  near  the 
area's  northwestern  boundary  because  of  the 
development  of  two  underground  mines  (one  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  and  the  other  on 
nonfederal  mineral  estate).  This  loss  would  con- 
tinue for  the  life  of  the  mining  operations.  Sights 
and  sounds  associated  with  development  and 
operation  of  the  mines  and  one  mile  of  vehicle 
access  would  impairprimitiveand  unconfined  rec- 
reational opportunities  on  approximately  100 
acres  immediately  surrounding  the  mining  oper- 
ations. These  impacts  would  primarily  affect 
opportunities  for  hiking  in  the  drainages  along  the 
area's  northwestern  edge.  Outstanding  opportuni- 
ties for  hiking,  sightseeing  and  rock  climbing 
would  be  available  over  the  remainder  of  the  des- 
ignated portion  of  the  WSA. 
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Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  designated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  maintain  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  prevent- 
ing visitor  encounters  with  motorized  equipment 
and  work  crews  on  approximately  3,200  acres 
along  the  powerline. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Hab- 
itat for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude,  and  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
1 6,31 0  acres  (99  percent  of  the  designated  portion 
of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  one  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  program,  the  development  of 
two  underground  mines,  and  construction  and 
maintenance  activities  along  five  miles  of  power- 
line,  and  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use 
on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  one  underground  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  and  one  under- 
ground mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  soli- 
tude and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on 
approximately  100  acres  (one  percent  of  the  des- 
ignated area). 

Construction  of  two  pothole  wildlife  water 
catchments  would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of 
naturalness  on  approximately  20  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  1 5  to  1 80  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  12,590  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial 
Wilderness  alternative  would  result  in  curtailment 
of  one  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram (covering  approximately  two  acres)  and  the 
denial  of  one  moderate  underground  mine  (cov- 
ering approximately  50  acres)  and  one  small 
underground  mine  (covering  approximately  five 
acres).  Because  of  this  denial  of  mining  activities, 
potential  gold,  copper  and  silver  resources  would 
not  be  fully  evaluated  and  developed. 


Some  of  the  gold,  copper  and  silver  resources 
within  the  area  are  projected  to  be  developed  at 
one  small  underground  mine  (covering  approxi- 
mately five  acres)  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights. 

Nonfederal  mineral  estate  on  3,840  acres  within 
the  designated  area  would  not  be  affected  by 
withdrawal.  (See  Appendix  E.)  One  small  under- 
ground mine  (covering  approximately  five  acres) 
is  projected  to  be  developed  on  these  lands. 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  12,590  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  development  of  gold, 
copper  and  silver  resources  in  the  designated 
area  by  curtailing  one  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  program  and  denying  two  projected 
mines. 

Some  of  the  gold,  copper  and  silver  resources 
within  the  area  would  be  developed  at  one  pro- 
jected mine,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  wilderness  designation  would  pro- 
hibit motorized  recreation  use  on  16,430  acres 
and  close  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this 
area  of  an  estimated  80  VDY  of  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  three  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  within  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA,  some  of  the  displaced  motorized  recreation 
users  could  find  comparable  opportunities  on 
nearby  areas  of  public  land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  onecomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  and  the  development  of  two  under- 
ground mines  under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial 
Wilderness  alternative  would  preserve  opportuni- 
ties for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  a  total  of 
approximately  480  acres  within  the  designated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approximately  100 
acres  by  sights  and  soundsfrom  mining,  construc- 
tion and  traffic  at  two  small  underground  mines 
within  the  area. 
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The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  approximately  1,920  acres 
within  the  area  by  eliminating  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motor  vehicles  along  three  miles  of  ve- 
hicle ways.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activities 
that  would  benefit  from  these  actions  include  day 
hiking,  photography,  rockhounding  and  bighorn 
sheep  viewing. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  approximately 
3,200  acres  within  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
across  approximately  16,330  acres  (99  percent  of 
the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding 
one  mineral  exploration  program,  the  develop- 
ment of  two  underground  mines,  and  construc- 
tion and  maintenance  activities  along  five  miles 
of  powerline,  and  by  eliminating  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  lessened  across  approximately  100  acres  by 
the  development  of  two  underground  mines. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pro- 
videadditional  protectionforoneestimated  poten- 
tially eligible  National  Register  site  by: 

—  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA  to  motorized 
recreation  use, 

—  precluding  one  comprehensive  mineral  ex- 
ploration program  and  two  underground  min- 
ing operations  (covering  approximately  55 
acres),  and 

—  precluding  construction  of  a  five-mile  section 
of  powerline. 

The  prohibition  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  restrict  public  access  to  the  site,  and  the 
preclusion  of  activities  related  to  mining  and  pow- 
erline construction  would  reduce  surface  disturb- 
ances which  may  otherwise  impact  this  site.  To- 
gether these  measures  would  help  prevent  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruction  of  this 
site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  these  sites. 


Surface  disturbances  on  approximately  ten 
acres  from  the  development  of  one  underground 
mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights,  and  one 
underground  mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate 
could  destroy  the  integrity  of  this  site. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  site  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and 
site  destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  Na- 
tional Register  site  by  closing  three  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  by  pre- 
cluding one  mineral  exploration  program,  the 
development  of  two  underground  mines  and  con- 
struction of  five  miles  of  powerline  within  the 
WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights,  one  underground  mine  on  nonfederal 
mineral  estate  and  two  wildlife  water  catchments 
could  cause  site  destruction  at  this  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  place  6,360  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA  under  wilderness 
designation. 

Within  the  designated  area,  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  would  benefit  from:  1)  the  preven- 
tion of  habitat  loss  resulting  from  surface  disturb- 
ance, and  2)  the  long-term  rehabilitation  of  hab- 
itat through  revegetation  of  existing  surface 
disturbance.  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
cludeonecomprehensivemineral  exploration  pro- 
gram and  the  development  of  one  underground 
mine  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  thus  pre- 
venting a  total  of  approximately  seven  acres  of  sur- 
face disturbance.  Existing  surface  disturbance  on 
1.2  acres  of  habitat  would  revegetate  as  a  result 
of  closing  one  mile  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  hab- 
itat area  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  on  approxi- 
mately ten  acres  would  be  lost  because  of  surface 
disturbance  from  the  development  of  one  under- 
ground mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights 
and  one  underground  mine  on  nonfederal  mineral 
estate. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  seven  acres  of  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface 
disturbance  from  one  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  the  development  of  two  underground 
mines.  It  would  also  allow  the  rehabilitation  of 
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existing  surface  disturbance  on  1.2  acres  of  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  closing  one  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  and  one  underground  mine  on  nonfed- 
eral mineral  estate  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  ten  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  69.5  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  by  precluding 
two  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  one  com- 
prehensive mineral  exploration  program,  55  acres 
of  surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
two  underground  mines,  and  12.5  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  from  the  construction  of  five  miles  of 
powerline  within  the  16,430-acre  designated  area. 

Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  would  provide  further  protec- 
tion for  the  desert  tortoise  by  minimizing  the 
potential  of  individuals  and  burrows  from  being 
crushed  by  motor  vehicles. 

Habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  could  be  lost  as 
the  result  of  approximately  ten  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  from  the  development  of  one  under- 
ground mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights 
and  one  underground  mine  on  nonfederal  mineral 
estate. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  69.5  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  by  precluding 
surface  disturbances  from  one  mineral  explora- 
tion program,  the  development  of  two  under- 
ground mines  and  construction  of  five  miles  of 
powerline.  It  would  also  minimize  the  potential  for 
motor  vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  individu- 
als and  their  burrows  by  closing  three  miles  of  ve- 
hicle ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  and  one  underground  mine  on  nonfed- 
eral mineral  estate  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  ten  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise  within  the  area. 


Area  Recommended  for  Uses 
Other  Than  Wilderness 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Wilderness  values  on  the  1,215-acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  returned  to  other  resource  uses  would 
not  receive  the  management  protection  provided 
by  wilderness  designation.  Overthe  long  term,  wil- 
derness values  in  certain  areas  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  mineral  exploration  activ- 
ities and  one  mining  venture. 

Naturalness 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  two  acres  by  removing  vegeta- 
tion and  surface  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term  the  nat- 
ural character  of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased  im- 
pacts of  the  exploration  programs. 

One  underground  mine  would  be  developed 
and  supported  by  one-half  mile  of  access  road. 
This  mine  would  be  in  a  minor  drainage  near  the 
northeastern  boundary  of  the  WSA.  Mining,  pro- 
cessing, storage  of  tailings  and  road  construction 
for  this  mine  would  directly  impair  the  natural 
character  of  approximately  50  acres  by  removing 
surface  soils  and  vegetation  and  recontouring  the 
landscape.  During  the  life  of  the  mining  opera- 
tions, the  disturbances  would  involve  a  mine  tun- 
nel, structures,  motorized  equipment,  tailings 
piles  and  access  roads.  Following  abandonment 
of  the  operations  and  reclamation,  the  disturb- 
ances would  involve  only  a  small  area  around  the 
tunnels  (covering  not  more  than  one  acre).  The 
visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be  lost 
or  impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  opera- 
tions on  an  area  of  approximately  420  acres  — 
where  the  operations  are  visible  within  the  nonde- 
signated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Solitude 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
around  two  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longer  than  one 
month  for  each  exploration  program. 
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On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  nondesignated  area,  sights  and  sounds 
from  the  development  and  operation  of  one  under- 
ground mine  and  one-half  mile  of  access  road 
would  result  in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would 
be  noticeable  on  the  50  acres  disturbed  by  mining 
operations  and  on  approximately  420  acres  imme- 
diately surrounding  the  operations,  and  would 
continue  for  the  life  of  the  mine.  The  sights  and 
sounds  associated  with  the  mine  would  include 
noise  and  dust  from  motorized  equipment,  vehic- 
ular traffic  and  human  activity  at  the  operations 
and  along  the  access  roads.  The  rugged  system 
of  drainages  and  ridges  would  effectively  screen 
this  mine  from  visitors  over  most  of  the  area. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  5  to  20  VDY  would  increase  the  pos- 
sibility of  visitors  meeting  other  recreation ists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  within 
the  area. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  two  acres  —  the  result  of  mechanical 
equipment  operation  and  the  presence  of  explo- 
ration teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  approximately  50 
acres  in  a  minor  drainage  near  the  northeastern 
edge  of  the  WSA  because  of  mineral  development 
on  one  underground  mine.  This  loss  would  con- 
tinue for  the  life  of  the  mining  operations.  Sights 
and  sounds  associated  with  development  and 
operation  of  the  mine  and  one-half  mile  of  vehicle 
accesswould  impairprimitiveand  unconfined  rec- 
reational opportunities  on  the  420  acres  imme- 
diately surrounding  the  mining  operations.  These 
impacts  would  primarily  affect  opportunities  for 
hiking  in  the  area. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Hab- 
itat for  this  alternative. 

Conc/us/on: Two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  the  development  of  one  under- 
ground mine  would  impair  the  wilderness  values 
of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
on  a  total  of  approximately  410  acres  (35  percent 
of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  five  to  20  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

The  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  allow  mineral  entry  on  1,215  acres 
of  public  land. 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams (covering  a  total  of  approximately  two 
acres)  would  be  conducted  and  one  moderate 
sized  underground  mine  (covering  approximately 
50  acres)  would  be  developed  in  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA.  As  a  result,  potential 
mineral  resources  within  this  area  would  be  fully 
evaluated  and  developed. 

Conclusion:  Mineral  resources  on  1,215  acres  of 
public  land  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA  would  be  fully  evaluated  in  two  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  developed  at  one  pro- 
jected mine. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action /Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  remain  unavailable  on  1,215 
acres  because  no  vehicle  ways  are  present  in  the 
area. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  remain  unavailable  in  the  nonde- 
signated portion  of  the  WSA,  as  no  vehicle  ways 
are  present  in  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  sights  and  sounds  from  the  develop- 
ment of  a  moderate  sized  underground  mine 
would  disturb  nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties over  an  area  of  approximately  420  acres.  This 
disturbance  would  be  caused  by  the  operation  of 
motorized  equipment  and  the  development  of 
facilities  at  the  mine.  Temporary  impairment 
would  also  result  from  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  in  the  area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  not  be 
affected  by  motorized  recreation  use,  as  no  oppor- 
tunities for  motorized  recreation  use  are  available 
within  the  area. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA  would  be  impaired  across  approximately 
420  acres  (35  percent  of  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA)  by  two  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  the  development  of  one  underground 
mine. 
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Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Nondesignation  of  this  1,215-acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any  significant 
cultural  resources,  as  no  potentially  eligible  Na- 
tional Register  sites  are  projected  to  be  located 
inside  the  area. 

Conclusion:  Nondesignation  of  this  portion  of  the 
WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any  significant  cul- 
tural resources. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Only  65  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
would  be  included  in  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA. 

None  of  the  uses  and  activities  that  are  pro- 
jected under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  affect  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  No  impacts  to  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  are  projected  in  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  one  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  program  and  the  develop- 
ment of  one  underground  mine  could  cause  a  loss 
of  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  on  a  total  of 
approximately  52  acres. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  two  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  one  underground  mine  would  result  in  the  loss 
of  approximately  52  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise  within  the  area. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  on  portions  of  the  WSA 
would  bedisturbed  by  mining  activitiesand  motor- 
ized recreation  use. 


Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

The  development  of  three  mines  would  disturb 
the  naturalness  of  the  area  in  the  long  term. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

The  minerals  mined  would  be  used  up  and  irre- 
versibly lost  to  future  use. 

Wilderness  values  could  be  irretrievably  lost  on 
60  acres  developed  for  minerals. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
17,645  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-13). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  17,695  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas  because 
motorized  recreation  use,  three  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  programs,  two  anticipated 
mining  ventures  and  powerline  construction 
would  be  precluded.  Three  underground  mines 
(two  on  mining  claims  with  valid  existing  rights 
and  one  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate)  would  be 
developed  within  the  wilderness  in  a  manner 
affecting  wilderness  values  —  however,  this  use 
would  occur  under  all  alternatives. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  would  benefit  the  preservation  of 
natural  values  on  approximately  six  acres  by  pre- 
venting soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized 
equipment. 

Precluding  the  development  of  one  moderate 
sized  underground  mine  and  one  small  under- 
ground mine  by  withdrawal  of  the  area  from  min- 
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eral  entry  would  benefit  the  preservation  of  natu- 
ral values  on  a  total  of  approximately  55  acres. 
The  soil  and  vegetation  removal  and  landscape 
recontouring  that  would  result  from  mining  oper- 
ations would  be  prevented  on  the  lands.  Mine  tun- 
nels, structures,  motorized  equipment,  access 
roads  and  other  types  of  developments  would  not 
be  allowed  to  occur. 

Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road 
construction  for  two  underground  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  and  one  under- 
ground mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate  would 
directly  impair  naturalness  on  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 60  acres  by  removing  surface  soils  and 
vegetation,  and  recontouring  the  landscape.  Two 
of  these  mines  would  be  in  minor  drainages  near 
the  area's  northwestern  edge,  while  the  other 
would  be  in  a  minor  drainage  near  its  northeast- 
ern boundary.  During  the  life  of  the  mining  oper- 
ations, the  disturbances  would  involve  mine  tun- 
nels, structures,  motorized  equipment,  tailings 
piles  and  access  roads.  Following  abandonment 
of  the  operations  and  reclamation,  the  disturb- 
ances would  involve  only  small  areas  around  the 
tunnels  (covering  not  more  than  one  acre  each). 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
lost  or  impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  oper- 
ations on  an  area  of  approximately  520  acres  — 
where  the  operations  would  be  visible  within  the 
WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  (3.6  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit  the 
wilderness  valueof  naturalness.  Without  motorve- 
hicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revegetate  and 
recontour  through  natural  processes.  The  visit- 
or's perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  1,920  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

The  natural  character  of  one  acre  would  be  dis- 
turbed by  construction  of  two  pothole  wildlife 
water  catchments.  Soil  and  plants  would  be 
removed  during  construction  to  accommodate 
the  facilities,  but  would  be  reused  to  help  conceal 
the  developments.  The  man-made  structures 
would  remain  on-site  indefinitely,  but  would 
blend  in  with  their  surroundings  through  design 
and  placement  considerations.  The  surrounding 
construction  areas  would  be  revegetated  and 
recontoured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place. 
The  visibility  of  the  catchments  would  reduce  the 
visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  on  approxi- 
mately 20  acres  surrounding  the  facilities. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  within  the 
utility  corridor  that  overlaps  the  southwestern 
edge  of  the  WSA  would  maintain  the  wilderness 
value  of  naturalness.  Five  miles  of  towers  and 
lines  would  not  be  installed,  and  12.5  acres  of 


vegetation  and  soil  disturbance  from  motorized 
equipment  would  not  occur  within  the  corridor. 


Solitude 

Precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
solitude  during  the  time  when  exploration  would 
otherwise  have  taken  place. 

Precluding  two  underground  mining  opera- 
tions on  55  acres  would  maintain  opportunities 
for  solitude  over  approximately  480  acres.  If  these 
mines  were  developed  they  would  cause  addi- 
tional dust,  noise,  human  activity  and  vehicular 
traffic  within  the  WSA. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  WSA,  sights  and  sounds  from  the  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  three  underground 
mines  and  one  mile  of  access  road  would  result 
in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be  noticeable 
on  the  60  acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations 
and  on  approximately  520  acres  immediately 
surrounding  the  operations,  and  would  continue 
for  the  life  of  the  mines.  The  sights  and  sounds 
associated  with  the  mines  would  include  noise 
and  dust  from  motorized  equipment,  vehicular 
traffic  and  human  activity  at  the  operations  and 
along  the  access  roads.  The  rugged  system  of 
peaks  and  drainages  would  effectively  screen  the 
mines  from  visitors  over  most  of  the  area. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  1,920  acres  of 
the  WSA  presently  subject  to  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  200  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  — 
especially  in  the  interior  drainages. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  in  the  portion  of  the  utility  corri- 
dor that  overlaps  the  area's  southwestern  bound- 
ary would  maintain  opportunities  for  solitude. 
Wilderness  users  would  not  see  or  hear  the  motor- 
ized equipment  that  is  be  used  for  these  activities 
within  a  3,200-acre  area  along  the  corridor. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  during  those 
periods  when  such  activity  would  otherwise 
occur. 
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View  north  to  Planet  Peak,  Planet  Peak  WSA 


Precluding  the  development  of  two  under- 
ground mines  (one  along  the  southwestern 
boundary  and  the  other  in  a  drainage  near  the 
northeastern  boundary)  would  preserve  opportu- 
nities for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on 
approximately 55acres,  and  maintain  theseoppor- 
tunities  over  an  additional  480  acres. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 60  acres  in  minor  drainages  near  the 
area's  northwestern  and  northeastern  boundaries 
because  of  the  development  of  three  under- 
ground mines  (two  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  and  one  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate).  This 
loss  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining  oper- 
ations. Sights  and  sounds  associated  with  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  the  three  mines  and  1 .5 
miles  of  vehicle  access  would  impair  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreational  opportunities  on  approx- 
imately 520  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
mining  operations.  These  impacts  would  primar- 
ily affect  opportunities  for  hiking  in  drainages 
along  the  area's  northwestern  and  northeastern 
edges.  Outstanding  opportunities  for  hiking, 
sightseeing  and  rock  climbing  would  be  available 
over  the  remainder  of  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 


Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  maintain  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  prevent- 
ing visitor  encounters  with  motorized  equipment 
and  work  crews  on  approximately  3,200  acres 
near  the  powerline. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Hab- 
itat for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
across  a  total  of  approximately  17,155  acres  (97 
percent  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  three  compre- 
hensive mineral  exploration  programs,  the  devel- 
opment of  two  underground  mines,  and  construc- 
tion and  maintenance  activities  along  five  miles 
of  powerline,  and  by  eliminating  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  two  underground  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  and  one  under- 
ground mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  soli- 
tude and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on 
approximately  520  acres  (three  percent  of  the 
WSA). 
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Construction  of  two  pothole  wildlife  water 
catchments  would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of 
naturalness  on  approximately  20  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  200  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  13,805  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative 
would  curtail  three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  (covering  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately six  acres)  and  result  in  the  denial  of  two 
underground  mines  (covering  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 55  acres).  Because  of  this  denial  of  mining 
activities,  the  area's  potential  gold  and  silver 
resources  would  not  be  fully  evaluated  and  devel- 
oped. 

Some  of  the  gold  and  silver  resources  within  the 
area  are  projected  to  be  developed  at  one  moder- 
ate underground  mine  and  one  small  under- 
ground mine  (covering  a  total  of  approximately 
60  acres),  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Nonfederal  mineral  estate  on  3,840  acres  within 
the  WSA  would  not  be  affected  by  withdrawal. 
(See  Appendix  £.)  One  small  underground  mine 
(covering  five  acres)  is  projected  to  be  developed 
on  these  lands. 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  13,805  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  devel- 
opment of  mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  by 
curtailing  three  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  denying  two  projected  mines. 

Some  of  the  gold  and  silver  resources  within  the 
area  would  be  developed  at  two  projected  mines 
on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights,  and  at  one  pro- 
jected mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  17,695  acres  and  close  three  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this 
area  of  an  estimated  80  VDY  of  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  three  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  within  the  WSA,  some  of  the  displaced 
motorized  recreation  users  could  find  compara- 
ble opportunities  on  nearby  areas  of  public  land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  the  development  of  two 
underground  mines  under  the  All  Wilderness 
alternative  would  preserve  opportunities  for  non- 
motorized  recreation  use  on  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 480  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approximately  520 
acres  bysightsandsoundsfrom  mining,  construc- 
tion and  traffic  at  three  underground  mines  and 
along  1.5  miles  of  new  mine  road  within  the  area. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  on  approximately  1,920  acres  within 
the  WSA  by  eliminating  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motor  vehicles.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activi- 
ties that  would  benefit  from  these  actions  include 
day  hiking,  rockhounding,  backpacking,  small 
game  hunting,  and  bighorn  sheep  viewing. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  approximately 
3,200  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
across  approximately  17,175  acres  (97  percent  of 
the  WSA)  by  precluding  three  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  two  underground 
mines  and  construction  and  maintenance  activi- 
ties along  five  miles  of  powerline,  and  by  eliminat- 
ing motorized  recreation  use  on  the  three  miles 
of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  lessened  across  approximately  520  acres  by 
the  development  of  two  underground  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  and  one  under- 
ground mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  one  estimated  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by: 

—  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  within  the  WSA, 

—  precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  two  underground 
mining  operations,  and 

—  precluding  construction  of  a  five-mile  section 
of  powerline. 
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The  prohibition  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  restrict  public  access  to  the  site,  and  the 
preclusion  of  powerline  construction  and  mining- 
related  activities  would  reduce  surface  disturb- 
ances which  may  otherwise  impact  this  site.  To- 
gether these  measures  would  help  prevent  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruction  of  this 
site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  the  site. 

Surface  disturbances  on  approximately  60 
acres  from  the  development  of  two  underground 
mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights  and  one 
underground  mine  on  nonfederal  mineral  estate 
could  destroy  the  integrity  of  this  site. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  by  preclud- 
ing three  mineral  exploration  programs,  the  devel- 
opment of  two  underground  mines  and  construc- 
tion activities  along  five  miles  of  powerline. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
two  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  and  one  underground  mine  on  nonfed- 
eral mineral  estate  could  cause  site  destruction  at 
this  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  afford  wil- 
derness protection  for  6,425  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA. 

Within  the  WSA,  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
would  benefit  from:  1)  the  prevention  of  habitat 
loss  resulting  from  surface  disturbance,  and  2) 
the  long-term  rehabilitation  of  habitat  through 
revegetation  of  existing  surface  disturbance.  By 
precluding  the  development  of  one  underground 
mine  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  approxi- 
mately five  acres  of  surface  disturbance  would  be 
prevented.  The  curtailment  of  one  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  program  would  prevent  sur- 
face disturbance  on  another  two  acres  of  habitat. 
Closing  one  mile  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  hab- 
itat area  to  motorized  recreation  use  would  result 
in  revegetation  of  1 .2  acres  of  existing  surface  dis- 
turbance. 


Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  on  approxi- 
mately ten  acres  would  be  lost  because  of  surface 
disturbance  from  the  development  of  one  under- 
ground mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights 
and  one  underground  mine  on  nonfederal  mineral 
estate. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  seven  acres  of  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface 
disturbance  from  one  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram and  the  development  of  one  underground 
mine.  It  would  also  allow  the  rehabilitation  of  exist- 
ing surface  disturbance  on  1 .2  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  by  closing  one  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  and  one  underground  mine  on  nonfed- 
eral mineral  estate  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  ten  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately 73.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise  by  precluding  55  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  from  the  development  of  two  under- 
ground mines,  six  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
from  three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  1 2.5 
acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  the  construc- 
tion of  five  miles  of  powerline. 

Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  would  provide  additional  pro- 
tection to  the  desert  tortoise  by  minimizing  the  po- 
tential of  individuals  and  burrows  being  crushed 
by  vehicles. 

Habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  could  be  lost  as 
the  result  of  approximately  60  acres  of  surface  dis- 
turbance from  two  underground  mining  opera- 
tions on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights  and  one 
underground  mining  operation  on  nonfederal  min- 
eral estate. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  73.5  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  by  precluding 
surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  the  development  of  two  under- 
ground mines  and  construction  of  five  miles  of 
powerline.  It  would  also  minimize  the  potential  for 
motor  vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  individu- 
als and  their  burrows  by  closing  three  miles  of  ve- 
hicle ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 
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Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  and  one  underground  mine  on  nonfed- 
eral mineral  estate  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  ten  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return 
17,645  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-13). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  none  of 
the  wilderness  values  on  17,645  acres  would 
receive  the  management  protection  provided  by 
wilderness  designation.  Over  the  long  term,  wil- 
derness values  in  certain  areas  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use, 
mineral  exploration,  five  anticipated  mining  ven- 
tures and  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance. 


Naturalness 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  six  acres  by  removing  vegeta- 
tion and  surface  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long-term  the  nat- 
ural character  of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased  im- 
pacts of  the  exploration  programs. 

Five  underground  mines  would  be  developed 
and  supported  by  2.75  miles  of  access  road.  Min- 
ing, processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road  con- 
struction for  these  mines  would  directly  impair 
naturalness  on  a  total  of  approximately  1 1 5  acres 
by  removing  surface  soils  and  vegetation  and 
recontouring  the  landscape.  These  mines  would 
all  be  in  drainages  near  the  area's  northwestern 
and  northeastern  boundaries,  except  for  one  that 
would  be  along  the  southwestern  boundary. 
During  the  life  of  the  mining  operations,  the  dis- 
turbances would  involve  mine  tunnels,  structures, 
motorized  equipment,  tailings  piles  and  access 
roads.  Following  abandonment  of  the  operations 
and  reclamation,  the  disturbances  would  involve 
only  small  areas  around  the  tunnels  (covering  less 
than  one  acre  each).  The  visitor's  perception  of 


naturalness  would  be  lost  or  impaired  during  the 
life  of  the  mining  operations  on  an  area  of  approx- 
imately 1,000  acres  —  where  the  operations  are 
visible  within  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  (3.6 
acres)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natural- 
ness. With  continued  motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehi- 
cle ways  would  not  revegetate  or  recontour 
through  natural  processes.  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  consequently  be 
impaired  over  approximately  1,920  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

The  natural  character  of  one  acre  would  be  dis- 
turbed by  construction  of  two  pothole  wildlife 
water  catchments.  Soil  and  plants  would  be 
removed  during  construction  to  accommodate 
the  facilities,  but  would  be  reused  to  help  conceal 
the  developments.  The  man-made  structures 
would  remain  on-site  indefinitely,  but  would 
blend  in  with  their  surroundings  through  design 
and  placement  considerations.  The  surrounding 
construction  areas  would  be  revegetated  and 
recontoured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place. 
The  visibility  of  the  catchments  would  reduce  the 
visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  on  approxi- 
mately 20  acres  surrounding  the  facilities. 

Construction  of  five  miles  of  powerline  in  por- 
tions of  the  utility  corridor  that  overlap  the  south- 
western edge  of  the  WSA  would  impair  natural- 
ness of  12.5  acres  by  removing  vegetation  and 
surface  soils,  and  installing  towers  and  lines.  The 
surface  disturbances  in  this  area  would  result 
from  the  use  of  motorized  construction  equip- 
ment. In  addition,  the  visibility  of  the  surface  dis- 
turbances and  powerline  facilities  would  impair 
the  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  over  an 
area  of  approximately  3,200  acres  within  the  WSA. 


Solitude 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
around  six  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longer  than  one 
month  for  each  exploration  program. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  WSA,  sights  and  sounds  from  the  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  five  underground  mines 
and  2.75  miles  of  access  road  would  result  in  a 
loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be  noticeable  on 
the  1 15  acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations  and 
on  approximately  1,000  acres  immediately  sur- 
rounding the  operations,  and  would  continue  for 
the  life  of  the  mines.  The  sights  and  sounds  asso- 
ciated with  the  mines  would  include  noise  and 
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dust  from  motorized  equipment,  vehicular  traffic 
and  human  activity  at  the  operations  and  along 
the  access  roads. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  2.75  miles 
of  mine  road  would  continue  to  impair  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Visitors  would  see  or  hear  the 
motorized  vehicles  that  use  these  ways  on  approx- 
imately 3,650  acres. 

The  projected  increases  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  80  to  140  VDY  and  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from  20  to  35  VDY  would  increase 
the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreation- 
ists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude 
within  the  area  . 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities in  the  corridor  along  the  southwest  side  of 
the  WSA  would  periodically  impair  opportunities 
for  solitude.  Wilderness  users  would  be  likely  to 
see  or  hear  motorized  equipment  and  work  crews 
within  the  3,200-acre  area  adjacent  to  the  power- 
line  during  construction  and  maintenance  peri- 
ods. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  six  acres— the  result  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 115  acres  in  minor  drainages  near  the 
area's  northwestern  and  northeastern  boundaries 
because  of  mineral  development  on  five  mines. 
This  loss  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining 
operations.  Sights  and  sounds  associated  with 
development  and  operation  of  the  five  mines  and 
2.75  miles  of  vehicle  access  would  impair  primi- 
tive and  unconfined  recreational  opportunities  on 
approximately  1,000  acres  immediately  sur- 
rounding the  mining  operations.  These  impacts 
would  primarily  affect  opportunities  for  hiking 
along  the  area's  northwestern,  northeastern  and 
southwestern  edges. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  2.75  miles  of  mine  road  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  due  to  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  80  to  140  VDY  and  would  increase  the 
likelihood  of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized 
vehicles,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  prim- 
itive recreation  within  the  area. 


Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities and  their  associated  motorized  equipment 
usage  would  impair  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  by  causing  visitor 
encounters  with  work  crews  and  motorized  equip- 
ment on  approximately  3,200  acres  near  the  pow- 
erline. Such  impacts  would  be  temporary  in 
nature,  with  the  maintenance  activities  usually 
covering  less  than  one  week  per  year. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Hab- 
itat for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  the  development  of  five 
underground  mines  would  impair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  rec- 
reation on  a  total  of  approximately  1,000  acres 
(six  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  rec- 
reation on  approximately  1,920  acres  (11  percent 
of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  from  80  to  140  VDY  would  further 
impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  opportu- 
nities in  this  area. 

Construction  of  two  pothole  wildlife  water 
catchments  would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of 
naturalness  on  approximately  20  acres. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approx- 
imately 3,200  acres  (18  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  20  to  35  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  13,805 
acres  of  public  land  in  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  entry  under  the  mining  laws. 

An  additional  3,840  acres  of  nonfederal  mineral 
estate  would  be  included  in  the  WSA.  (See  Ap- 
pendix E.) 

It  is  estimated  that  three  comprehensive  min- 
eral exploration  programs  (covering  a  total  of 
approximately  six  acres)  would  be  conducted, 
and  five  mines  (covering  a  total  of  approximately 
115  acres)  would  eventually  be  developed  within 
the  WSA.  As  a  result  of  these  mining  activities, 


295 


ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 


potential  gold  and  silver  resources  within  the  area 
would  be  fully  evaluated  and  developed. 

Conclusion:  Gold  and  silver  resources  within  the 
WSA  would  be  fully  evaluated  in  three  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  developed  at  five  pro- 
jected mines. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  2.75  miles  of  new  mine 
road  on  17,645  acres  would  be  available  for  mo- 
torized recreation  use.  Because  of  regional  pop- 
ulation growth,  BLM  estimates  that  motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  increase  to  140  VDY  from  80 
VDY.  While  this  75  percent  increase  would  period- 
ically lessen  of  motorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties due  to  overcrowding  on  heavy  use  periods, 
the  resource  is  generally  adequate  to  accommo- 
date this  growth  without  impairing  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreation. 

Conclusion:  An  estimated  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  to  140  VDY  from  80  VDY  would  not 
affect  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use 
on  the  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  2.75  miles 
of  mine  roads  in  the  WSA,  except  for  some  impair- 
ment during  heavy  use  periods. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  sights  and 
sounds  from  motorized  equipment  and  work 
crews  related  to  the  development  of  five  under- 
ground mines  would  impair  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation opportunities  over  approximately  1,000 
acres.  Temporary  impairment  would  also  result 
from  three  mineral  exploration  programs  in  the 
area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation 
use.  Nonmotorized  recreation ists  would  be  sub- 
jected to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  rec- 
reational use,  especially  along  three  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  2.75  miles  of  new  mine  roads.  An 
estimated  1,920  acres  would  be  affected  —  the 
area  on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle  ways  where 
motorized  vehicles  could  be  seen  and  heard  by 
nonmotorized  recreationists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  75  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Construction  and  maintenance  activities  along 
five  miles  of  new  powerline  would  require  the  use 


of  motorized  equipment,  which  would  occasion- 
ally impair  nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties over  approximately  3,200  acres  within  the 
WSA. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 1,000  acres  (six  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  five  underground  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 1 ,920  acres  (1 1  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  non- 
motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  2.75  miles  of  mine  roads.  These  oppor- 
tunities would  be  further  impaired  by  a  75  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 3,200  acres  by  powerline  construction  and 
maintenance  activities. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  certain 
uses  and  activities  could  have  an  adverse  effect 
on  oneestimatedpotentiallyeligibleA/af/ona/  Reg- 
ister site.  The  uses  and  activities  which  could 
impact  the  integrity  of  this  cultural  resource  site 
are  - 

—  increased  visitation  by  motorized  and  non- 
motorized  recreation  users  (including  hunt- 
ers and  hikers),  who  could  impact  the  site  by 
artifact  theft  or  various  forms  of  site  use  rang- 
ing from  casual  disturbance  to  vandalism  or 
destruction. 

—  mining  activities,  including  exploration  and 
the  excavation  of  less  than  five  acres  (without 
the  benefit  of  a  cultural  resource  evaluation 
as  required  by  a  plan  of  operation  for  larger 
acreages),  which  could  damage  or  destroy 
this  site  by  surface  disturbance. 

—  construction  of  a  new  five-mile  section  of 
powerline,  which  could  destroy  the  integrity 
of  the  site  by  surface  disturbance. 

In  addition,  surface  disturbances  on  approxi- 
mately 115  acres  from  the  development  of  five 
mines  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  this  site. 

Conclusion:  One  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister site  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  and  sitedestruction  result- 
ing from  increased  visitation  by  recreation  users 
and  by  surface  disturbances  resulting  from  min- 
eral exploration,  the  development  of  five  mines 
and  construction  of  five  miles  of  powerline. 
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Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  6,425 
acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  within  the 
WSA  would  not  have  the  protection  wilderness 
designation  would  provide.  As  a  result,  some  of 
this  habiat  would  be  lost  because  of  surface  dis- 
turbances from  mining  activities.  Three  under- 
ground mines  would  be  developed  in  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat,  causing  approximately  15 
acres  of  surface  disturbance.  One  mineral  explo- 
ration program  would  disturb  another  two  acres 
of  habitat.  The  loss  of  habitat  from  these  disturb- 
ances would  persist  until  the  operations  are  aban- 
doned and  fully  rehabilitated. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  one  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  (1 .2  acres)  and  1 .5  miles  of  new  mine 
road  (1.8  acres)  would  not  revegetate  because  of 
continued  motorized  recreation  use.  As  a  result, 
the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that  is  affected 
by  these  disturbances  would  not  be  rehabilitated. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  one  min- 
eral exploration  program  and  the  development  of 
three  underground  mines  would  result  in  the  loss 
of  approximately  15  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  one 
mile  of  vehicle  ways  and  1.5  miles  of  new  mine 
roads  would  preclude  rehabilitation  of  three  acres 
of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat. 


approximately  127.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise  within  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  2.75  miles  of  mine  roads  would  con- 
tinue to  occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  individ- 
uals and  their  burrows. 

No  other  resources  would  be  Impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


CACTUS  PLAIN 
(AZ-050-14A/B)  -  70,360  Acres 

Proposed  Action/Partial 
Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Cactus  Plain  WSA 
would  designate  62,325  acres  as  wilderness  and 
8,035  acres  for  other  resource  uses.  This  alterna- 
tive differs  from  the  All  Wilderness  alternative  in 
that  the  boundary  was  adjusted  to  exclude  min- 
eral development  in  the  northwest  part,  to  accom- 
modate the  transfer  of  a  3,325-acre  area  to  the 
State  of  Arizona  and  to  accommodate  develop- 
ment of  a  designated  utility  corridor  along  the 
western  boundary  (Map  2-14). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral  ex- 
ploration programs,  the  development  of  five 
underground  mines  and  construction  of  five  miles 
of  powerline  within  the  WSA  could  cause  a  loss 
of  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  on  a  total  of 
approximately  127.5  acres. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  2.75  miles  of  mine  roads  would  con- 
tinue to  occasionally  result  in  desert  tortoise  indi- 
viduals being  crushed  by  vehicles.  The  desert 
tortoise  individuals  would  be  crushed  along  vehi- 
cle ways  in  the  foothills  portions  of  the  area.  In 
addition,  desert  tortoise  individuals  and  their  bur- 
rows (which  are  concentrated  in  wash  areas) 
would  be  crushed  in  washes  that  are  accessible 
to  motorized  vehicles. 

Conclusion: Surface disturbancesfrom  three  min- 
eral exploration  programs,  the  development  of 
five  underground  mines  and  construction  of  five 
miles  of  powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of 


Area  Proposed  for  Wilderness 
Designation 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  provide  long-term  management  pro- 
tection to  wilderness  values  on  62,325  acres  of  the 
WSA.  Wilderness  values  would  benefit  in  certain 
areas  because  motorized  recreation  use,  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  one  anticipated  mining 
venture  would  be  precluded.  One  underground 
mine,  on  mining  claims  with  valid  existing  rights, 
would  be  developed  within  the  wilderness  in  a 
manner  affecting  wilderness  values  —  however, 
this  use  would  occur  under  all  alternatives. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  one  general  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  benefit  the  preservation  of 
natural  values  on  approximately  5.75  acres  by  pre- 
venting soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized 
equipment. 
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Precluding  the  development  of  one  moderate 
sized  surface  mine  by  withdrawal  of  the  area  from 
mineral  entry  would  benefit  the  preservation  of 
natural  values  on  approximately  500  acres.  The 
soil  and  vegetation  removal  and  landscape  recont- 
ouring  that  would  result  from  mining  operations 
would  be  prevented  on  the  lands.  Mine  pits,  struc- 
tures, motorized  equipment,  access  roads  and 
other  types  of  developments  would  not  be 
allowed  to  occur. 

Mining,  processing  and  storage  of  tailings  for 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would  directly  impair  the  natural  char- 
acter of  approximately  five  acres  by  removing  sur- 
face soils  and  vegetation,  and  recontouring  the 
landscape.  This  mine  would  be  in  a  rocky  area  in 
the  southeast  corner  of  the  WSA.  During  the  life 
of  the  mining  operations,  the  disturbances  could 
involve  a  mine  tunnel,  structures,  motorized  equip- 
ment and  tailings  piles.  Following  abandonment 
of  the  operations  and  reclamation,  the  disturb- 
ances would  involve  only  a  small  area  around  the 
tunnel  (covering  not  more  than  one  acre).  The  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or 
impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  operations 
on  approximately  480  acres  —  where  the  opera- 
tions would  be  visible  within  the  designated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 


Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  two 
miles  (2.4acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefitthe 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without  motor 
vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revegetate 
and  recontourthrough  natural  processes.  The  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  1,280  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 


Solitude 

Precluding  twocomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  one  general  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  preserve  opportunities  forsol- 
itude  during  the  time  when  exploration  would 
otherwise  have  taken  place. 

Precluding  one  surface  mining  operation  on 
500  acres  would  maintain  opportunities  for  soli- 
tude over  approximately  2,560  acres.  If  this  mine 
was  developed  it  would  cause  additional  dust, 
noise,  human  activity  and  vehiculaMtraffic  within 
the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  the  development  and 
operation  of  one  underground  mine  would  result 
in  the  loss  of  solitude  on  the  five  acres  disturbed 
by  mining  operations  and  on  approximately  480 
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View  southeast  across  Cactus  Plain  WSA 
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acres  immediately  surrounding  the  operations. 
This  loss  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mine. 
The  sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the  mine 
would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motorized 
equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and  human  activity  at 
the  operation. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  two 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not 
encounter  or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  1 ,280 
acres  of  the  designated  area  presently  subject  to 
the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  recreation 
use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  50  to  250  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreation ists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  over 
the  area. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  one  general  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  during  those 
periods  when  such  activity  would  otherwise  oc- 
cur. 

Precluding  the  development  of  one  moderate 
sized  surface  mine  in  the  sand  dunes  at  the  west- 
ern end  of  the  designated  area  would  preserve 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ation on  approximately  500  acres,  and  maintain 
these  opportunities  over  an  additional  2,560 
acres. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  approximately 
five  acres  in  the  rocky  area  at  the  southeastern 
corner  of  the  WSA  because  of  the  development 
of  one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights.  This  loss  would  continue  for  the 
life  of  the  mining  operations.  Sights  and  sounds 
associated  with  development  and  operation  of  the 
one  mine  would  impair  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreational  opportunities  on  approximately  480 
acres  immediately  surrounding  the  mining  oper- 
ations. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  two 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  thedesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 


Special  Features 

Precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  one  general  mineral  exploration 


program  and  the  development  of  one  moderate 
sized  surface  mine  would  benefit  the  H/7ar/a/7'g7da- 
Ephedra  trifurca-Croton  californicus  dunescrub 
community  by  preventing  surface  disturbances 
that  would  result  in  the  removal  of  vegetation  on 
a  total  of  approximately  505.75  acres  of  habitat. 

Precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  ex- 
ploration programs,  one  general  mineral  explora- 
tion program  and  the  development  of  one  moder- 
ate sized  surface  mine  would  also  protect  the 
integrity  of  the  Black  Peak  Sand  Dunes  by  pre- 
venting potential  surface  disturbances  on  a  total 
of  approximately  505.75  acres. 

None  of  the  uses  or  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  underthe  Proposed  Action/ Partial 
Wilderness  alternative  would  affect  the  integrity 
of  the  Hilaria  r/'gf/da-mixed  shrub  dunescrub  com- 
munity within  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  special  status  plants  and  wildlife  are 
described  in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Special 
Status  Plants  and  Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 
for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude,  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation,  and  special  features  on  a  total  of 
approximately  61 ,845  acres  (99  percent  of  the  des- 
ignated portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  two 
comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs, 
one  general  mineral  exploration  program,  and  the 
development  of  one  surface  mine,  and  by  eliminat- 
ing motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways. 

The  development  of  one  underground  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  approxi- 
mately 480  acres  (one  percent  of  the  designated 
area). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  50  to  250  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  62,325  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial 
Wilderness  alternative  would  result  in  curtailment 
of  two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  one  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram (covering  a  total  of  approximately  5.75 
acres),  and  the  denial  of  one  moderate  sized  sur- 
face mine  (covering  approximately  500acres).  Be- 
cause of  the  denial  of  mining  activities,  the  area's 
potential  mineral  resources  would  not  be  fully 
evaluated  and  developed. 
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Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  area  are  projected  to  be  developed  at  one 
small  underground  mine  (covering  approximately 
five  acres),  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  62,325  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  devel- 
opment of  potential  mineral  resources  within  the 
designated  area  by  curtailing  two  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  one  general 
mineral  exploration  program,  and  denying  one 
projected  mine. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  developed  at  one  projected 
mine,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  wilderness  designation  would  pro- 
hibit motorized  recreation  use  on  62,325  acres 
and  close  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  des- 
ignated portion  of  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area 
of  an  estimated  100  VDY  of  motorized  recreation 
use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  two  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA, 
some  of  the  displaced  motorized  recreation  users 
could  find  comparable  opportunities  on  the  10.2 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  accessing  the  8,035-acre 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  or  on  nearby 
areas  of  public  land  outside  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Closing  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  three  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  the  development  of  one  surface  mine  under 
the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  preserve  opportunities  for  nonmoto- 
rized recreation  use  on  a  total  of  approximately 
2,560  acres  within  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approximately  480 
acres  by  sights  and  sounds  from  mining,  construc- 
tion and  traffic  at  one  small  underground  mine 
within  the  area. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation   use  on   approximately   1,280  acres 


within  the  area  by  eliminating  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motor  vehicles  along  two  miles  of  ve- 
hicle ways.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activities 
that  would  benefit  from  these  actions  include  day 
hiking,  sightseeing,  hunting  and  rockhounding. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
on  approximately  61 ,845  acres  (99  percent  of  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding 
three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  one  surface  mine,  and  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  vehicle 
ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  lessened  across  approximately  480  acres  by 
the  development  of  one  underground  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pro- 
vide additional  protection  for  two  known  poten- 
tially eligible  National  Register  sites  by: 

—  closing  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA  to  motorized 
recreation  use,  which  would  restrict  public 
access  to  these  two  sites;  and 

—  precluding  three  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  one  surface  mining  operation, 
which  would  reduce  surface  disturbances 
that  could  otherwise  impact  these  sites. 

Together  these  measures  would  help  prevent 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruction  of 
the  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  these  two  sites. 

Surface  disturbances  on  approximately  five 
acres  from  the  development  of  one  underground 
mine  (on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights)  could 
destroy  the  integrity  of  one  or  more  of  these  sites. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  two  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  sites  by  closing  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  by  precluding 
three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  one  surface  mine  within  the  designated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  could  cause  site  destruction  at  one  or 
more  of  these  two  sites. 
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Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Native  American  Values 

Designation  of  this  62,325-acre  portion  of  the 
WSA  as  wilderness  would  not  directly  affect 
Native  American  values  on  Black  Peak,  as  the  des- 
ignated area  would  not  include  Black  Peak. 

Indirect  effects  from  wilderness  designation  on 
Native  American  values  in  the  Black  Peak  area  are 
described  in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Native 
American  Values  for  the  area  recommended  for 
uses  other  than  wilderness  under  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  not 
directly  affect  Native  American  values  within  the 
WSA. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  505.75  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave 
fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  by 
precluding  5.75  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from 
three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  500  acres 
of  surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  within  the  62,325-acre  desig- 
nated area. 

Habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe- 
toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  could  be 
lost  as  the  result  of  approximately  five  acres  of  sur- 
face disturbance  from  a  mining  operation  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Closing  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  washes 
to  motorized  recreation  use  would  provide  further 
protection  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe- 
toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  by  mini- 
mizing the  potential  of  individuals  and  burrows 
from  being  crushed  by  motor  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  505.75  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave 
fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  by 
precluding  surface  disturbances  from  three  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  one  surface  mine.  It  would  also  minimize  the 
potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing  desert  tor- 
toise, Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed 
horned  lizard  individuals  and  their  burrows  by 
closing  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  rec- 
reation use. 


Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately five  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed 
horned  lizard  within  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  505.75  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  lin- 
earleaf  sand  spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand 
flat  milkvetch  and  wooly  heads,  and  the  potential 
destruction  of  individuals  in  these  species,  by  pre- 
cluding 5.75  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from 
three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  500  acres 
of  surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine. 

Closing  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  allow  2.4  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf 
sand  spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand  flat 
milkvetch  and  wooly  heads  to  revegetate. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  505.75  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  lin- 
earleaf sand  spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand 
flat  milkvetch  and  wooly  heads,  and  the  potential 
destruction  of  individuals  in  these  species,  by  pre- 
cluding surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine.  It  would  also  allow  revegetation 
of  2.4  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  these  species 
by  closing  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Utility  Corridors 

Designation  of  this  62,325-acre  portion  of  the 
WSA  as  wilderness  would  not  affect  powerline 
construction  in  the  utility  corridor  that  crosses  the 
western  end  of  the  unit,  as  the  corridor  would  be 
outside  of  the  designated  area. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  not 
affect  powerline  construction  within  the  desig- 
nated utility  corridor. 


Impacts  on  Land  Exchanges 

Designation  of  this  62,325-acre  portion  of  the 
WSA  as  wilderness  would  not  affect  the  projected 
transfer  of  3,325  acres  within  the  unit  to  the  State 
of  Arizona,  as  the  lands  identified  for  transfer 
would  be  outside  of  the  designated  area. 
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Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  not 
affect  the  projected  transfer  of  3,325  acres  to  the 
State  of  Arizona. 


Area  Recommended  for  Uses 
Other  Than  Wilderness 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Wilderness  values  on  the  8,035-acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  returned  to  other  resource  uses  would 
not  receive  the  management  protection  provided 
by  wilderness  designation.  Over  the  long-term, 
wilderness  values  in  certain  areas  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use, 
powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activi- 
ties, mineral  exploration,  mining,  development  of 
the  new  Parker  town  site,  and  fence  construction. 

Within  the  nondesignated  area,  two  comprehen- 
sive mineral  exploration  programs  would  be  cur- 
tailed and  two  moderate  sized  surface  mines 
would  be  effectively  precluded  by  withdrawal  of 
the  adjacent  designated  area.  (See  Impacts  on 
Mineral  Development  for  this  alternative.) 

Naturalness 

The  curtailment  of  two  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  would  benefit  the  preserva- 
tion of  natural  values  on  approximately  four  acres 
by  preventing  soil  and  vegetation  removal  by 
motorized  equipment. 

Two  general  mineral  exploration  programs 
would  directly  impair  the  natural  character  of 
approximately  oneacre  by  removing  surface  vege- 
tation and  soils.  This  disturbance  would  result 
from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be  tempo- 
rary in  nature.  Overthe  long  term  the  natural  char- 
acter of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  natural  pro- 
cesses and  vegetation  growth  erased  impacts  of 
the  exploration  program. 

Precluding  the  development  of  two  moderate 
sized  surface  mines  in  the  nondesignated  area  by 
withdrawal  of  the  adjacent  designated  area  would 
benefit  the  preservation  of  natural  values  on  a 
total  of  approximately  600  acres.  The  soil  and 
vegetation  removal  and  landscape  recontouring 
that  would  result  from  mining  operations  would 
be  prevented  on  the  lands.  Mine  pits,  structures, 
motorized  equipment,  access  roads  and  other 
types  of  developments  would  not  be  allowed  to 
occur. 

One  surface  mine  would  be  developed  and  sup- 
ported by  0.75  mile  of  access  road.  This  mine 
would  be  on  the  southern  flank  of  Black  Peak,  in 


the  northwestern  corner  of  the  WSA.  Mining,  pro- 
cessing, storage  of  tailings  and  road  construction 
for  this  mine  would  directly  impair  the  natural 
character  of  approximately  50  acres  by  removing 
surface  soils  and  vegetation  and  recontouring  the 
landscape.  During  the  life  of  the  mining  opera- 
tions, the  disturbances  would  involve  a  mine  pit, 
structures,  motorized  equipment,  tailings  piles 
and  access  roads.  Following  abandonment  of  the 
operations  and  reclamation,  the  disturbances 
would  involve  only  a  small  area  around  the  pit 
(covering  not  more  than  ten  acres).  The  visitor's 
perception  of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or 
impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  operations 
on  approximately  3,100  acres  —  where  the  oper- 
ations would  be  visible  within  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Construction  of  eight  miles  of  fence  to  control 
access  from  the  new  Parker  town  site  would 
impair  the  natural  character  of  ten  acres  by  dis- 
turbing vegetation  and  soils.  It  would  also  impair 
the  perception  of  naturalness  over  the  1 ,280  acres 
on  which  the  fence  would  be  seen. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  10.2  miles 
(1 2.25  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  and  0.75  mile  of  mine 
roads  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness 
value  of  naturalness.  With  continued  motor  ve- 
hicle use,  the  vehicle  ways  and  roads  would  not 
revegetate  or  recontour  through  natural  pro- 
cesses. The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness 
would  consequently  be  impaired  over  approxi- 
mately 6,530  acres  —  the  immediate  area  of  dis- 
turbance and  the  larger  area  from  which  the  vehi- 
cle ways  and  roads  are  visible. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  800  to  2,500  VDY  would  adversely  affect 
naturalness  within  the  area,  as  new  disturbances 
to  soils  and  vegetation  would  be  caused  by  motor- 
ized vehicles  leaving  the  existing  vehicle  ways. 
These  new  disturbances  would  cover  approxi- 
mately 12.5  acres,  and  would  be  visible  over  the 
same  area  as  the  existing  vehicle  ways. 

Construction  often  miles  of  powerline  in  the  util- 
ity corridor  that  crosses  the  western  end  of  the 
WSA  would  impair  naturalness  on  25  acres  by  re- 
moving vegetation  and  surface  soils  and  installing 
towers  and  lines.  The  surface  disturbances  in  this 
area  would  result  from  the  use  of  motorized  equip- 
ment. In  addition,  the  visibility  of  the  surface  dis- 
turbance and  powerline  facilities  would  impairthe 
visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  overthe  entire 
8,035-acre  nondesignated  area. 

Development  of  the  new  Parker  town  site  would 
disturb  the  natural  character  on  approximately  20 
acres  of  the  3,325  acres  transferred  to  the  State 
of  Arizona  by  removing  vegetation  and  surface 
soils  and  installing  structures  and  facilities.  It 
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would  also  impair  the  perception  of  naturalness 
on  approximately  3,325  acres  adjacent  to  the 
town  site. 


Solitude 

The  curtailment  of  two  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  would  preserve  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude  during  the  time  when  exploration 
would  otherwise  have  taken  place. 

Two  general  mineral  exploration  programs 
would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and  around 
one  acre  because  of  mechanical  equipment  oper- 
ation and  the  presence  of  exploration  teams. 

Precluding  two  surface  mining  operations  on 
600  acres  would  maintain  opportunities  for  soli- 
tude over  approximately  5,000  acres  within  the 
nondesignated  area.  If  these  mines  were  devel- 
oped they  would  cause  additional  dust,  noise, 
human  activity  and  vehicular  traffic  within  the 
area. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  the  development  and 
operation  of  one  surface  mine  and  0.75  mile  of 
access  road  would  result  in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This 
loss  would  be  noticeable  on  the  50  acres  dis- 
turbed by  mining  operations  and  on  approxi- 
mately 3,100  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
operations,  and  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the 
mine.  The  sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the 
mine  would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motor- 
ized equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and  human  activ- 
ity at  the  operations  and  along  the  access  road. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  10.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  0.75  mile 
of  mine  road  would  continue  to  impair  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Visitors  would  see  or  hear  the 
motorized  vehicles  that  use  these  ways  on  approx- 
imately 6,530  acres  within  the  nondesignated 
area. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  800  to  2,500  VDY  would  i  ncrease  the  pos- 
sibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreation ists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  within 
the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities in  the  corridor  that  crosses  the  western  end 
of  the  WSA  would  periodically  impair  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  users  would  be  likely 
to  see  or  hear  motorized  equipment  and  work 
crews  within  the  8,035-acre  area  adjacent  to  the 
powerline  during  construction  and  maintenance 
periods. 

The  sights  and  sounds  of  urban  development 
on  20  acres  of  the  new  Parker  town  site  would 
impair  opportunities  for  solitude.  Visitors  would 
be  subject  to  the  noises  of  urbanization  over 
approximately  3,325  acres. 


Primitive  and  Urtconfined  Recreation 

The  curtailment  of  two  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  would  preserve  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  dur- 
ing those  periods  when  such  activity  would  other- 
wise occur. 

Two  general  mineral  exploration  programs 
would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for  prim- 
itive and  unconfined  recreation  in  and  around  one 
acre  —  the  result  of  mechanical  equipment  oper- 
ation and  the  presence  of  exploration  teams. 

Precluding  the  development  of  two  moderate 
sized  surface  mines  along  the  southern  flank  of 
Black  Peak  would  preserve  opportunities  for  prim- 
itive and  unconfined  recreation  on  a  total  of 
approximately  600  acres  within  the  nondesig- 
nated area,  and  maintain  these  opportunities  over 
an  additional  5,000  acres. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  approximately  50 
acres  along  the  southern  flank  of  Black  Peak 
because  of  mineral  development  on  one  mine. 
This  loss  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining 
operations.  Sights  and  sounds  associated  with 
development  and  operation  of  the  mine  and  0.75 
mile  of  vehicle  access  would  impair  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreational  opportunities  on  approx- 
imately 3,100  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
mining  operations.  These  impacts  would  primar- 
ily affect  opportunities  for  hiking  and  sightseeing 
in  the  Black  Peak  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  10.2  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  0.75  mile  of  mine  road  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  due  to  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  this  portion  of  the 
WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  800  to  2,500  VDY  would  increase  the  like- 
lihood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities and  their  associated  motorized  equipment 
usage  would  impair  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  by  causing  visitor 
encounters  with  work  crews  and  motorized  equip- 
ment on  all  8,035  acres  in  the  nondesignated  area. 
Such  impacts  would  be  temporary  in  nature,  with 
the  maintenance  activities  usually  covering  less 
than  one  week  per  year. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  approximately  20 
acres  due  to  the  development  of  the  new  Parker 
town  site.  Sights  and  sounds  of  this  development 
would  also  impair  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
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ational  opportunities  on  the  3,325  acres  imme- 
diately surrounding  this  urbanization. 


Special  Features 

The  Hilaria  rigida-Ephedra  trifurca-Croton  cali- 
fornicus  dunescrub  community  would  be 
adversely  affected  by  the  removal  of  vegetation 
associated  with  powerline  construction  and  fence 
construction  within  the  area. 

The  Black  Peak  Sand  Dunes  would  be 
adversely  affected  by  the  removal  of  vegetation 
and  surface  soils  associated  with  powerline  con- 
struction and  fence  construction  within  the  area. 

Impacts  on  special  status  plants  and  wildlife  are 
described  in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Special 
Status  Plants  and  Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 
for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion: Two  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  the  development  of  one  surface  mine 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a  total 
of  approximately  3,100  acres  (39  percent  of  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA). 

Fence  construction  would  impair  the  wilder- 
ness values  of  naturalness  and  special  features  on 
approximately  1 ,280  acres  (18  percent  of  the  non- 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  on  10.2  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  0.75  mile  of  mine  roads  would  continue 
to  impairthe  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  sol- 
itude and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately 
6,530  acres  (81  percent  of  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motor- 
ized recreation  use  from  800  to  2,500  VDY  would 
further  impair  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude,  primitive  recreation  and  special  fea- 
tures on  8,035  acres  (1 00  percent  of  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA). 

Development  of  the  new  Parker  town  site  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  soli- 
tude and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately 
3,325  acres  (41  percent  of  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA). 

The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  would  be  enhanced  and 
maintained  on  a  total  of  approximately  5,000 
acres  (62  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA)  by  curtailing  two  comprehensive  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  precluding  the 
development  of  two  surface  mines  within  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

The  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  allow  mineral  entry  on  8,035  acres 
of  public  land. 

Twogeneral  mineral  exploration  programs  (cov- 
ering a  total  of  approximately  one  acre)  would  be 
conducted,  and  one  small  surface  mine  (covering 
approximately  50  acres)  would  be  developed  in 
the  northern  portion  of  the  nondesignated  area. 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams in  the  northern  portion  of  the  nondesig- 
nated area  (covering  a  total  of  approximately  four 
acres)  would  be  curtailed  by  withdrawal  of  the 
adjacent  designated  area. 

The  development  of  two  moderate  sized  sur- 
face mines  (covering  a  total  of  approximately  600 
acres)  would  be  effectively  precluded  by  the  lack 
of  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  in  the 
northern  portion  of  the  nondesignated  area. 

Because  of  the  denial  of  mining  activities,  poten- 
tial mineral  resources  would  not  be  fully  evalu- 
ated and  developed  in  the  nondesignated  area 
under  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  on  adjacent 
lands  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  devel- 
opment of  potential  mineral  resources  within  the 
nondesignated  area  by  curtailing  two  comprehen- 
sive mineral  exploration  programs  and  effectively 
precluding  two  projected  mines. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  evaluated  in  two  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  developed  at  one  projected 
mine. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  10.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  0.75 
mile  of  new  mine  road  on  8,035  acres  would  re- 
main available  for  motorized  recreation  use. 

Because  of  the  closure  of  two  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  in  the  designated  area  (which  would  dis- 
place motorized  recreation  use  to  this  area)  and 
because  of  regional  population  growth,  BLM  esti- 
mates that  motorized  recreation  use  would 
increase  to  2,500  VDY  from  800  VDY.  This  212  per- 
cent increase  would  decrease  the  quality  of  oppor- 
tunities for  motorized  recreation  opportunities 
due  to  overcrowding  on  heavy  use  periods. 

Conclusion:  A  212  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  would  impair  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  on  the  10.2  miles  of  ve- 
hicle ways  and  0.75  mile  of  mine  roads  in  the  non- 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 
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Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  development  of  one  surface  mine 
would  impair  nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  ap- 
proximately 3,100  acres  because  of  sights  and 
sounds  from  equipment,  roads,  facilities  and  work 
crews.  Temporary  impairment  would  also  result 
from  two  mineral  exploration  programs  in  the 
area. 

Curtailing  two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  precluding  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  by  withdrawal  of  the  adjacent 
designated  area  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 5,000  acres  in  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation  use. 
Nonmotorized  recreation ists  would  be  subjected 
to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  recreation 
use,  especially  along  the  10.2  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  0.75  mile  of  new  mine  roads.  An  esti- 
mated 6,530  acres  would  be  affected  —  the  area 
on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle  ways  where  motor- 
ized vehicles  could  be  seen  and  heard  by  nonmot- 
orized recreationists.  As  a  result,  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  the  nondesignated  portion 
would  remain  at  an  estimated  50  VDY. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  212  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Construction  of  ten  miles  of  new  powerline  and 
maintenance  activities  along  the  powerline  right- 
of-way  would  occasionally  disturb  nonmotorized 
recreation  opportunities  across  the  entire 
8,035-acre  nondesignated  area  because  of  the 
operation  of  motorized  equipment. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  urban  development  on 
20  acres  at  the  new  Parker  town  site  would  impair 
nonmotorized  recreation  over  approximately 
3,325  acres  adjacent  to  the  area. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  impaired  across  a  total  of 
approximately  3,100  acres  (39  percent  of  the  non- 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  two  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 6,530  acres  (81  percent  of  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  10.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  0.75 
mile  of  mine  roads. 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  the  entire 
8,035-acre  nondesignated  area  by  powerline  con- 
struction and  maintenance  activities. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  also  be  impaired  across  approximately 
3,325  acres  by  urban  development  at  the  new 
Parker  town  site. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  maintained  across  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 5,000  acres  within  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA  by  curtailing  two  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  precluding  the  development 
of  two  surface  mines. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Nondesignation  of  this  8,035-acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any  significant 
cultural  resources,  as  no  potentially  eligible  Na- 
tional Register  sites  are  projected  to  be  located 
inside  of  the  area. 

Conclusion:  Nondesignation  of  this  portion  of  the 
WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any  significant  cul- 
tural resources  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Native  American  Values 

Under  this  alternative,  Native  American  values 
associated  with  a  portion  of  Black  Peak  would  not 
receive  protection  provided  by  wilderness  desig- 
nation. Over  the  long-term,  the  conditions  neces- 
sary for  maintaining  Native  American  values  in 
this  area  could  experience  adverse  impacts  from 
the  following  uses  and  activities: 

—  increases  in  motorized  recreation  use  from 
800  to  2,500  VDY 

—  mineral  exploration  activities  and  the  develop- 
ment of  one  mine,  which  would  result  in  sur- 
face disturbances  on  a  total  of  approximately 
51  acres 

—  motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways,  which  would  prevent  revegetation 
of  2.4  acres  of  surface  disturbance 

—construction  of  approximatelytwo  miles  of  pow- 
erline across  the  area,  which  would  result  in 
approximately  ten  acres  of  surface  disturb- 
ance 

These  uses  and  activities  could  introduce  unnat- 
ural conditions  into  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA,  which  would  contribute  to  the  deterio- 
ration or  loss  of  natural  and  cultural  conditions 
necessary  to  maintain  Native  American  cultural 
values  in  the  Black  Peak  area. 
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Withdrawal  of  the  adjacent  designated  area 
within  the  WSA  would  curtail  two  mineral  explo- 
ration prog  rams  and  effectively  preclude  two  min- 
ing operations  in  the  Black  Peak  area,  thereby  pre- 
venting surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of 
approximately  604  acres  within  the  area.  (See 
analysis  of  impacts  on  Mineral  Development  for 
this  alternative.)  This  action  would  benefit  the  cul- 
tural and  natural  conditions  considered  neces- 
sary for  maintaining  Native  American  values  on 
Black  Peak  by  reducing  the  possibility  of  surface 
destruction  or  the  introduction  of  unnatural 
objects  or  features  into  the  area. 

Conclusion:  Increases  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  800  to  2,500  VDY,  surface  disturbances 
on  a  total  of  approximately  61  acres  from  mineral 
exploration  activities,  the  development  of  one 
mine,  and  powerline  construction,  and  continued 
motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  adversely  impact  the  conditions  con- 
sidered necessary  for  maintaining  Native  Ameri- 
can values  in  the  Black  Peak  area. 

Curtailing  two  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  precluding  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines  in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  benefit  the  natural  and  cultural  conditions 
considered  necessary  for  maintaining  Native 
American  values  in  the  Black  Peak  area. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  the  development  of  one  sur- 
face mine  within  the  nondesignated  area  could 
cause  a  loss  of  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  on 
a  total  of  approximately  51  acres. 

Curtailing  two  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  precluding  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines  by  withdrawal  of  the  adjacent  designated 
area  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approximately  604 
acres  of  potential  desert  tortoise  habitat  that 
would  otherwise  result  from  surface  disturbance. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  construction  of 
a  new  powerline  across  the  western  end  of  the 
WSA  could  cause  a  loss  of  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed 
horned  lizard  on  approximately  25  acres. 

Surface  disturbances  from  development  of  the 
new  Parker  town  site  could  cause  a  loss  of  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard 
and  fiat-tailed  horned  lizard  on  approximately  20 
acres. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  10.2  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  result  in 


desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat- 
tailed  horned  lizard  individuals  being  crushed  by 
vehicles.  The  desert  tortoise  individuals  and  their 
burrows  (which  are  concentrated  in  wash  areas) 
would  be  crushed  in  washes  that  are  accessible 
to  motorized  vehicles.  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizards 
and  flat-tailed  horned  lizards  would  be  crushed 
along  vehicle  ways  in  the  sandy  portions  of  the 
area. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  two  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  one  surface  mine  would  result  in  the  loss  of  ap- 
proximately 51  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise  within  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  construction  of  ten 
miles  of  powerline  and  development  of  the  new 
Parkertown  site  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately 45  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed 
horned  lizard  within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  10.2  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  crush 
desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat- 
tailed  horned  lizard  individuals,  along  with  desert 
tortoise  burrows. 

Curtailing  two  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  the  development  of  two  surface  mines  would 
prevent  the  loss  of  approximately  604  acres  of 
potential  desert  tortoise  habitat  within  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  construction  of 
a  new  powerline  across  the  western  end  of  the 
WSA  could  result  in  the  loss  of  individuals  and 
habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf 
sand  spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand  flat 
milkvetch  and  wooly  heads  on  approximately  15 
acres. 

Surface  disturbances  from  development  of  the 
new  Parker  town  site  could  result  in  the  loss  of 
individuals  and  habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon 
tea,  linearleaf  sand  spurge,  night-blooming 
cereus,  sand  flat  milkvetch  and  wooly  heads  on 
approximately  20  acres. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  10.2 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the  revege- 
tation  of  12.25  acres  of  existing  surface  disturb- 
ance on  potential  habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mor- 
mon tea,  linearleaf  sand  spurge,  night-blooming 
cereus,  sand  flat  milkvetch  and  wooly  heads. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  power- 
line  construction  and  development  of  the  new 
Parker  town  site  would  result  in  the  loss  of  ap- 
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proximately  35  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  Death 
Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf  sand  spurge,  night- 
blooming  cereus,  sand  flat  milkvetch  and  wooly 
heads,  and  the  potential  destruction  of  individuals 
in  these  species  within  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  10.2 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the  revege- 
tation  of  12.25  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  Death 
Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf  sand  spurge,  night- 
blooming  cereus,  sand  flat  milkvetch  and  wooly 
heads. 


Impacts  on  Utility  Corridors 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  the  ten-mile  section  of  BLM- 
designated  utility  corridor  that  traverses  the  WSA 
would  be  included  in  the  8,035-acre  portion  of  the 
WSA  not  designated  as  wilderness.  Conse- 
quently, construction  of  a  projected  powerline 
within  this  corridor  would  proceed  as  planned. 

Conclusion:  Construction  of  a  projected  power- 
line  in  the  section  of  corridor  that  traverses  the 
WSA  would  proceed  as  planned. 


Impacts  on  Land  Exchanges 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  the  3,325-acre  area  projected  for 
transfer  to  the  State  of  Arizona  would  be  included 
in  the  area  recommended  for  uses  other  than  wil- 
derness. As  a  result,  the  projected  land  transfer 
would  proceed  as  planned. 

Conclusion:  The  projected  transfer  of  3,325  acres 
to  the  State  of  Arizona  proceed  as  planned. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


new  town  site  would  disturb  the  naturalness  of  the 
area  in  the  long  term. 


Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

The  minerals  mined  would  be  used  up  and  irre- 
versibly lost  to  future  use. 

Wilderness  values  would  be  irretrievably 
impaired  on  the  80  acres  devoted  to  mining  activ- 
ities and  a  new  powerline. 

The  development  of  the  town  site  would  commit 
the  land  to  permanent  urban  use  and  irretrievably 
impair  wilderness  values  on  20  acres. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
70,360  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-15). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  70,360  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas  because 
motorized  recreation  use,  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams, three  anticipated  mining  ventures,  power- 
line  construction  and  development  of  the  new 
Parker  town  site  would  be  precluded.  One  small 
surface  mine  and  one  small  underground  mine, 
on  mining  claims  with  valid  existing  rights,  would 
be  developed  within  the  wilderness  in  a  manner 
affecting  wilderness  values  —  however,  this  use 
would  occur  under  all  alternatives. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  on  portions  of  the  WSA 
would  be  disturbed  by  mineral  development, 
motorized  recreation  use,  powerline  construction 
and  development  of  20  acres  in  the  new  Parker 
town  site. 


Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  and  the 
development  of  two  mines,  a  powerline  and  the 


Naturalness 

Precluding  four  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  one  general  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  benefit  the  preservation  of 
natural  values  on  approximately  9.5  acres  by  pre- 
venting soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized 
equipment. 

Precluding  the  development  of  three  moderate 
sized  surface  mines  by  withdrawal  of  the  area 
from  mineral  entry  would  benefit  the  preservation 
of  natural  values  on  a  total  of  approximately  1,100 
acres.  The  soil  and  vegetation  removal  and  land- 
scape recontouring  that  would  result  from  mining 
operations  would  be  prevented  on  the  lands.  Mine 
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pits,  structures,  motorized  equipment,  access 
roads  and  other  types  of  developments  would  not 
be  allowed  to  occur. 

Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road 
construction  for  one  surface  mine  and  one  under- 
ground mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights 
would  directly  impair  naturalness  on  a  total  of 
approximately  55  acres  by  removing  surface  soils 
and  vegetation,  and  recontouring  the  landscape. 
The  surface  mine  would  be  on  the  southern  flank 
of  Black  Peak,  and  the  underground  mine  would 
be  in  a  rocky  area  in  the  southeast  corner  of  the 
WSA.  During  the  life  of  the  mining  operations,  the 
disturbances  would  involve  a  mine  pit  and  tunnel, 
structures,  motorized  equipment,  tailings  piles 
and  access  roads.  Following  abandonment  of  the 
operations  and  reclamation,  the  disturbances 
would  involve  only  areas  around  the  pit  and  tun- 
nel (covering  approximately  ten  acres  around  the 
pit  and  not  more  than  one  acre  around  the  tunnel). 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
lost  or  impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  oper- 
ations on  approximately  3,580  acres  —  where  the 
operations  would  be  visible  within  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  12.2 
miles  (14.6  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without 
motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revege- 
tate  and  recontour  through  natural  processes. 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  7,800  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  within  the 
utility  corridor  that  crosses  the  western  end  of  the 
WSA  would  maintain  the  wilderness  value  of  na- 
turalness. Ten  miles  of  towers  and  lines  would  not 
be  installed,  and  approximately  25  acres  of  vege- 
tation and  soil  disturbancesf  rom  motorized  equip- 
ment would  not  occur  within  the  corridor. 

Precluding  development  of  the  new  Parker 
town  site  on  20  acres  in  the  southwest  comer  of 
the  WSA  would  preserve  the  natural  character  of 
this  area,  as  well  as  the  perception  of  naturalness 
on  an  additional  3,325  acres  within  the  WSA. 


Solitude 

Precluding  four  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  one  general  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  preserveopportunitiesforsol- 
itude  during  the  time  when  exploration  would 
otherwise  have  taken  place. 

Precluding  three  surface  mining  operations  on 
1 ,100  acres  would  maintain  opportunities  for  sol- 
itude over  approximately  7,560  acres  within  the 
WSA.  If  these  mines  were  developed  they  would 


cause  additional  dust,  noise,  human  activity  and 
vehicular  traffic  within  the  WSA. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  the  development  and 
operation  of  one  surface  mine,  one  underground 
mine  and  0.75  mile  of  access  road  would  result 
in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be  noticeable 
on  the  55  acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations 
and  on  approximately  3,580  acres  immediately 
surrounding  the  operations,  and  would  continue 
for  the  life  of  the  mines.  The  sights  and  sounds 
associated  with  the  mines  would  include  noise 
and  dust  from  motorized  equipment,  vehicular 
traffic  and  human  activity  at  the  operations  and 
along  the  access  roads. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  12.2 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  7,800  acres  of 
the  WSA  presently  subject  to  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  500  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  over 
the  area. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  in  the  utility  corridor  that  crosses 
the  western  end  of  the  WSA  would  maintain  op- 
portunities for  solitude.  Wilderness  users  would 
not  see  or  hear  the  motorized  equipment  that  is 
used  for  these  activities  within  a  8,035-acre  area 
along  the  corridor. 

Precluding  urban  development  on  20  acres  of 
the  new  Parker  town  site  would  preserve  the  wil- 
derness value  of  solitude.  Visitors  would  not 
encounter  the  sights  and  sounds  of  urbanization 
over  approximately  3,325  acres  within  the  WSA. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  four  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  one  general  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  during  those 
periods  when  such  activity  would  otherwise 
occur. 

Precluding  the  development  of  three  moderate 
sized  surface  mines  (two  along  the  southern  flank 
of  Black  Peak  and  one  in  the  sand  dunes  at  the 
western  end  of  the  WSA)  would  preserve  oppor- 
tunities for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
on  approximately  1,100  acres,  and  maintain  these 
opportunities  over  an  additional  7,560  acres. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 55  acres  because  of  the  development  of 
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one  surface  mine  along  the  southern  flank  of 
Black  Peak  and  one  underground  mine  in  a  rocky 
area  at  the  southeast  corner  of  the  WSA  —  both 
on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights.  This  loss 
would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining  opera- 
tions. Sights  and  sounds  associated  with  develop- 
ment and  operation  of  the  mines  and  0.75  mile  of 
vehicle  access  would  impair  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  recreational  opportunities  on  approxi- 
mately 3,580  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
mining  operations.  The  impacts  would  primarily 
affect  opportunities  for  hiking  and  sightseeing  in 
the  Black  Peak  area.  Outstanding  opportunities 
for  hiking,  backpacking,  sightseeing,  photogra- 
phy, horseback  riding  and  botanical  and  wildlife 
study  would  still  be  available  over  the  remainder 
of  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  12.2 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  maintain  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  at  the  west- 
ern end  of  the  WSA  by  preventing  visitor  encoun- 
ters with  motorized  equipment  and  work  crews  on 
approximately  8,035  acres  along  the  powerline 
corridor. 

Precluding  the  development  of  the  new  Parker 
town  site  would  preserve  opportunities  for  prim- 
itive and  unconfined  recreation  on  20  acres  in  the 
southwest  corner  of  the  WSA,  and  sustain  these 
opportunities  over  an  additional  3,325  acres. 


Special  Features 

Precluding  mineral  exploration  activities,  the 
development  of  one  moderate  sized  surface  mine, 
development  of  the  new  Parker  town  site  and  pow- 
erline construction  would  benefit  the  Hilaria 
rigida-Ephedra  trifurca-Croton  californicus 
dunescrub  community  by  preventing  surface  dis- 
turbances that  would  result  in  the  removal  of  vege- 
tation on  a  total  of  approximately  550.75  acres  of 
habitat. 

Precluding  mineral  exploration  activities,  the 
development  of  one  moderate  sized  surface  mine, 
development  of  the  new  Parker  town  site  and  pow- 
erline construction  would  also  protect  the  integ- 
rity of  the  Black  Peak  Sand  Dunes  by  preventing 
potential  surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of 
approximately  550.75  acres. 

None  of  the  uses  or  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  under  the  All  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  affect  the  integrity  of  the  Hilaria  rigida- 
mixed  shrub  community  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  special  status  plants  and  wildlife  are 
described  in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Special 
Status  Plants  and  Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 
for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude,  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation,  and  special  features  across  a  total  of 
approximately  66,780  acres  (95  percent  of  the 
WSA)  by  precluding  four  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs,  one  general  mineral  explo- 
ration program,  the  development  of  three  surface 
mines,  construction  and  maintenance  activities 
along  ten  miles  of  powerline  and  20  acres  of  urban 
development  for  the  new  Parker  town  site;  and  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  12.2 
miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  one  surface  mine  and  one 
underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natu- 
ralness, solitudeandprimitiveand  unconfined  rec- 
reation on  a  total  of  approximately  3,580  acres 
(five  percent  of  the  designated  area). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  500  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  70,360  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative 
would  result  in  the  curtailment  of  four  compre- 
hensive mineral  exploration  programs  and  one 
general  mineral  exploration  program  (covering  a 
total  of  approximately  9.75  acres),  and  the  denial 
of  three  projected  moderate  sized  surface  mines 
(covering  a  total  of  approximately  1,100  acres). 
Because  of  this  denial  of  mining  activities,  poten- 
tial mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  would  not 
be  fully  evaluated  and  developed. 

Some  potential  mineral  resources  within  the 
WSA  are  projected  to  be  developed  at  one  small 
surface  mine  and  one  small  underground  mine 
(covering  a  total  of  approximately  55  acres),  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  70,360  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  devel- 
opment of  mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  by 
curtailing  five  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
denying  three  projected  mines. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  developed  at  two  projected 
mines,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 
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Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  70,360  acres  and  close  12.2  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  within  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area  of  an  estimated  900 
VDY  of  motorized  recreation  use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  1 2.2  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  within  the  WSA,  some  of  the  displaced 
motorized  recreation  users  could  find  compara- 
ble opportunities  on  nearby  areas  of  public  land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  12.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  within 
the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  five  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  the  development  of  three  surface  mines 
under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  pre- 
serve opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  on  a  total  of  approximately  7,560  acres  within 
the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approximately  3,580 
acres  by  sightsand  sounds  from  mining,  construc- 
tion and  traffic  at  one  surface  mine  and  one  under- 
ground mine  within  the  area. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  on  approximately  7,800  acres  within 
the  WSA  by  eliminating  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motor  vehicles.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activi- 
ties that  would  benefit  from  these  actions  include 
day  hiking,  sightseeing,  backpacking,  rockhound- 
ing  and  small  game  hunting. 

Precluding  powerlineconstructionanddevelop- 
ment  of  the  new  Parker  town  site  would  preserve 
opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  on 
a  total  of  approximately  11,360  acres  within  the 
WSA. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
across  approximately  66,780  acres  (95  percent  of 
the  WSA)  by  precluding  five  mineral  exploration 
programs,  the  development  of  one  surface  mine, 
construction  of  ten  miles  of  powerline  and  town 
site  development,  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  12.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 


Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately  3,580 
acres  by  the  development  of  one  surface  mine  and 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  two  known  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  sites  by: 

—  closing  12.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  within  the  WSA,  which 
would  restrict  public  access  to  these  two 
sites;  and 

—  precluding  five  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  three  surface  mining  operations,  which 
would  reduce  surface  disturbances  that 
could  otherwise  impact  these  sites. 

Together  these  measures  would  help  prevent 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruction  of 
the  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  these  two  sites. 

Surface  disturbances  on  approximately  55 
acres  from  the  development  of  one  surface  mine 
and  one  underground  mine  (on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights)  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  one 
or  more  of  these  two  sites. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  two  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  sites  by  closing  12.2  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use  and  by  preclud- 
ing five  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the 
development  of  three  surface  mines. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  and  one  underground  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  could  cause  site 
destruction  at  one  or  more  of  these  two  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Native  American  Values 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  benefit  Native  American 
traditional  values  in  the  Black  Peak  area  through 
the  following  actions: 
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—  preventing  surface  disturbance  on  a  total  of 
approximately  600  acres  by  precluding  the 
development  of  two  moderate  sized  surface 
mines, 

—  allowing  the  revegetation  of  12.25  acres  of 
existing  surface  disturbance  by  closing  10.2 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation 
use, 

—  eliminating  100  VDY  of  motorized  recreation 
use  from  the  area,  and 

—  preventing  surface  disturbance  by  preclud- 
ing construction  of  approximately  two  miles 
of  powerline  across  the  area. 

These  actions  would  benefit  the  cultural  and 
natural  conditions  considered  necessary  for  main- 
taining Native  American  values  on  Black  Peak  by 
reducing  the  possibility  of  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism,  surface  destruction  and  the  introduc- 
tion of  unnatural  objects  or  features  into  the  area. 

Surface  disturbances  on  approximately  50 
acres  from  the  development  of  one  surface  mine 
(on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights)  would 
adversely  impact  the  natural  or  cultural  condi- 
tions associated  with  Native  American  values  in 
the  Black  Peak  area. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  bene- 
fit the  natural  and  cultural  conditions  considered 
necessary  to  maintain  Native  American  tradi- 
tional values  associated  with  Black  Peak  by  pre- 
cluding the  development  of  two  surface  mines 
and  the  construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline, 
and  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on 
10.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  impair  the  natural  and  cultural  con- 
ditions associated  with  Native  American  tradi- 
tional values  in  the  Black  Peak  area. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately 1,109.75  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard,  desert  tortoise  and  flat- 
tailed  horned  lizard  by  precluding  1,100  acres  of 
surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
three  surface  mines  and  9.75  acres  of  surface  dis- 
turbance from  five  mineral  exploration  programs. 

Habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe- 
toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  could  be 
lost  as  the  result  of  approximately  55  acres  of  sur- 
face disturbance  from  one  surface  mining  opera- 


tion and  one  underground  mining  operation  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  prevent 
the  loss  of  an  additional  45  acres  of  potential  hab- 
itat for  these  species  by  precluding  surface  dis- 
turbances on  25  acres  from  the  construction  of 
ten  miles  of  powerline  across  the  western  end  of 
the  WSA,  as  well  as  surface  disturbances  on  20 
acres  from  development  of  the  new  Parker  town 
site  in  the  southwestern  corner  of  the  area. 

Closing  12.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  provide  further  protection 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard 
and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  by  minimizing  the 
potential  of  individuals  and  burrows  being 
crushed  by  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  1,155  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave 
fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  by 
precluding  surface  disturbances  from  five  mineral 
exploration  programs,  the  development  of  three 
surface  mines,  construction  of  ten  miles  of  pow- 
erline and  development  of  the  new  Parker  town 
site.  It  would  also  minimize  the  potential  for  motor 
vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe- 
toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  individu- 
als and  their  burrows  by  closing  1 2.2  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  and  one  underground  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  55  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard 
and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  within  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately 1,155  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  Death 
Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf  sand  spurge,  night- 
blooming  cereus,  sand  flat  milkvetch  and  wooly 
heads,  and  the  potential  destruction  of  individuals 
in  these  species  by  precluding  1 ,100  acres  of  sur- 
face disturbance  from  the  development  of  three 
surface  mines,  9.75  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
from  five  mineral  exploration  programs,  25  acres 
of  surface  disturbance  from  the  construction  of 
ten  miles  of  powerline,  and  20  acres  of  surface  dis- 
turbance from  development  of  the  new  Parker 
town  site. 

Closing  12.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  allow  14.6  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf 
sand  spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand  flat 
milkvetch  and  wooly  heads  to  revegetate. 
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Dune  vegetation,  eastern  portion  of  Cactus  Plain  WSA 


Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  1,155  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  lin- 
earleaf  sand  spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand 
flat  milkvetch  and  wooly  heads,  and  the  potential 
destruction  of  individuals  in  these  species,  by  pre- 
cluding surface  disturbances  from  five  mineral 
exploration  programs,  the  development  of  three 
surface  mines,  construction  of  ten  miles  of  pow- 
erline  and  development  of  the  new  Parker  town 
site.  It  would  also  allow  revegetation  of  1 4.6  acres 
of  potential  habitat  for  these  species  by  closing 
12.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation 

use. 


Impacts  on  Utility  Corridors 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  a  ten-mile 
section  of  BLM-designated  utility  corridor  would 
be  included  in  the  70,360-acre  area  designated  as 
wilderness.  This  section  would  consequently  be 
closed  to  any  new  utility  construction. 

Closing  the  ten-mile  section  of  designated  util- 
ity corridor  at  the  western  end  of  the  WSA  would 
require  rerouting  a  projected  powerline  outside 
this  section  of  the  corridor  to  the  west  of  the  WSA. 
This  rerouting  would  probably  cross  the  Parker 
town  site,  which  could  lead  to  land  use  conflicts 
that  would  delay  or  stop  construction  of  the  pow- 
erline. 


Conclusion:  Closing  a  ten-mile  section  of  desig- 
nated utility  corridor  within  the  WSA  could 
adversely  impact  the  construction  of  a  projected 
powerline  by  forcing  rerouting  of  the  powerline 
across  the  Parker  town  site. 


Impacts  on  Land  Exchanges 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  the 
3,325-acre  area  projected  for  transfer  to  the  State 
of  Arizona  would  be  included  in  the  70,360-acre 
area  recommended  for  wilderness.  As  a  result,  the 
projected  land  transfer  would  not  be  authorized. 

Denial  of  this  transfer  could  impair  commercial, 
residential  and  other  development  in  the  new 
Parker  town  site  by  restricting  the  area  available 
for  development. 

Conclusion:  Denial  of  a  projected  land  transfer  to 
the  State  of  Arizona  could  restrict  development  of 
the  new  Parker  town  site. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative  for  the 
Cactus  Plain  WSA  would  designate  65,330  acres 
as  wilderness  and  return  5,030  acres  to  other 
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resource  uses.  This  alternative  differs  from  the 
Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alternative  in 
that  no  accommodation  is  made  for  the  utility  cor- 
ridor that  crosses  the  western  end  of  the  WSA 
(Map  2-16). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Area  Proposed  for  Wilderness 
Designation 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative  would 
provide  long-term  management  protection  to  wil- 
derness values  on  65,330  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wil- 
derness values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas 
because  motorized  recreation  use,  mineral  explo- 
ration programs,  one  anticipated  mining  ventures 
and  powerline  construction  would  be  precluded. 
One  underground  mine,  on  mining  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights,  would  be  developed  within 
the  wilderness  in  a  manner  affecting  wilderness 
values  —  however,  this  use  would  occur  under  all 
alternatives. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  one  general  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  benefit  the  preservation  of 
natural  values  on  approximately  5.75  acres  by  pre- 
venting soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized 
equipment. 

Precluding  the  development  of  one  moderate 
sized  surface  mine  by  withdrawal  of  the  area  from 
mineral  entry  would  benefit  the  preservation  of 
natural  values  on  approximately  500  acres.  The 
soil  and  vegetation  removal  and  landscape  recont- 
ouring  that  would  result  from  mining  operations 
would  be  prevented  on  the  lands.  Mine  pits,  struc- 
tures, motorized  equipment,  access  roads  and 
other  types  of  developments  would  not  be 
allowed  to  occur. 

Mining,  processing  and  storage  of  tailings  for 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would  directly  impair  the  natural  char- 
acter of  approximately  five  acres  by  removing  sur- 
face soils  and  vegetation,  and  recontouring  the 
landscape.  This  mine  would  be  in  a  rocky  area  in 
the  southeast  corner  of  the  WSA.  During  the  life 
of  the  mining  operations,  the  disturbances  could 
involvea  mine  tunnel,  structures,  motorized  equip- 
ment and  tailings  piles.  Following  abandonment 
of  the  operations  and  reclamation,  the  disturb- 
ances would  involve  only  a  small  area  around  the 


tunnel  (covering  not  more  than  one  acre).  The  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or 
impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  operations 
on  approximately  480  acres  —  where  the  opera- 
tions would  be  visible  within  the  designated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  two 
miles  (2.4  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without  motor 
vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revegetate 
and  recontourthrough  natural  processes.  The  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  1,280  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  in  the  utility 
corridor  that  crosses  the  western  end  of  the  WSA 
would  maintain  the  wilderness  value  of  natural- 
ness. Ten  miles  of  towers  and  lines  would  not  be 
installed,  and  approximately  25  acres  of  vegeta- 
tion and  soil  disturbances  from  motorized  equip- 
ment would  not  occur  within  the  corridor. 


Solitude 

Precluding  twocomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  one  general  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  preserveopportunitiesforsol- 
itude  during  the  time  when  exploration  would 
otherwise  have  taken  place. 

Precluding  one  surface  mining  operation  on 
500  acres  would  maintain  opportunities  for  soli- 
tude over  approximately  2,560  acres.  If  this  mine 
was  developed  it  would  cause  additional  dust, 
noise,  human  activity  and  vehicular  traffic  within 
the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  the  development  and 
operation  of  one  underground  mine  would  result 
in  the  loss  of  solitude  on  the  five  acres  disturbed 
by  mining  operations  and  on  approximately  480 
acres  immediately  surrounding  the  operations. 
This  loss  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mine. 
The  sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the  mine 
would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motorized 
equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and  human  activity  at 
the  operations. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  two 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  1,280  acres  of 
the  designated  area  presently  subject  to  the 
sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  50  to  250  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  over 
the  area. 
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Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  in  the  utility  corridor  that  crosses 
the  western  end  of  the  WSA  would  maintain  op- 
portunities for  solitude.  Wilderness  users  would 
not  see  or  hear  the  motorized  equipment  that  is 
used  for  these  activities  within  an  8,035-acre  area 
along  the  corridor. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  twocomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  one  general  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  during  those 
periods  when  such  activity  would  otherwise  oc- 
cur. 

Precluding  the  development  of  one  moderate 
sized  surface  mine  in  the  sand  dunes  at  the  west- 
ern end  of  the  designated  area  would  preserve 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ation on  approximately  500  acres,  and  maintain 
these  opportunities  over  an  additional  2,560 
acres. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  approximately 
five  acres  in  the  rocky  area  at  the  southeastern 
corner  of  the  WSA  because  of  the  development 
of  one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights.  This  loss  would  continue  for  the 
life  of  the  mining  operations.  Sights  and  sounds 
associated  with  development  and  operation  of  the 
mine  would  impair  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reational opportunities  on  approximately  480 
acres  immediately  surrounding  the  mining  oper- 
ation. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  two 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  thedesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  maintain  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  at  the  west- 
ern end  of  the  WSA  by  preventing  visitor  encoun- 
ters with  motorized  equipment  and  work  crews  on 
approximately  8,035  acres  along  the  powerline 
corridor. 


Special  Features 

Precluding  twocomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  one  general  mineral  exploration 
program,  the  development  of  one  moderate  sized 
surface  mine,  and  powerline  construction  would 
benefit  the  Hilaria  rigida-Ephedra  trifurca-Croton 


californicus  dunescrub  community  by  preventing 
surface  disturbances  that  would  result  in  the 
removal  of  vegetation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
530.75  acres  of  habitat. 

Precluding  twocomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  one  general  mineral  exploration 
program,  the  development  of  one  moderate  sized 
surface  mine,  and  powerline  construction  would 
also  protect  the  integrity  of  the  Black  Peak  Sand 
Dunes  by  preventing  potential  surface  disturb- 
ances on  a  total  of  approximately  530.75  acres. 

None  of  the  uses  or  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  under  the  Enhanced  Wilderness 
alternative  would  affect  the  integrity  of  the  Hilaria 
r/gr/da-mixed  shrub  dunescrub  community  within 
the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  special  status  plants  and  wildlife  are 
described  in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Special 
Status  Plants  and  Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 
for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude,  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation,  and  special  features  on  a  total  of 
approximately  64,850  acres  (99  percent  of  the  des- 
ignated portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  two 
comprehensive  mineral  exploration  programs, 
one  general  mineral  exploration  program,  the  de- 
velopment of  one  surface  mine,  and  construction 
and  maintenance  activities  along  ten  miles  of  pow- 
erline, and  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation 
use  on  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  one  underground  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  approxi- 
mately 480  acres  (one  percent  of  the  designated 
area). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  50  to  250  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  65,330  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  Enhanced  Wilderness 
alternative  would  result  in  curtailment  of  two  com- 
prehensive mineral  exploration  programs  and 
one  general  mineral  exploration  program  (cover- 
ing a  total  of  approximately  5.75  acres),  and  the 
denial  of  one  moderate  sized  surface  mine  (cov- 
ering approximately  500  acres).  Because  of  the 
denial  of  mining  activities,  the  area's  potential  min- 
eral resources  would  not  be  fully  evaluated  or 
developed. 
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Some  of  the  mineral  resources  within  the  area 
are  projected  to  be  developed  at  one  small  under- 
ground mine  (covering  approximately  five  acres), 
on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  65,330  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  devel- 
opment of  mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  by 
curtailing  two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  one  general  mineral  explora- 
tion program,  and  denying  one  projected  mine. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  developed  at  one  projected 
mine,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

UnderXhe  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative,  wil- 
dernessdesignation  would  prohibit  motorized  rec- 
reation use  on  65,330  acres  and  close  two  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  within  the  designated  portion  of 
the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area  of  an  estimated  100 
VDY  of  motorized  recreation  use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  two  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA, 
some  of  the  displaced  motorized  recreation  users 
could  find  comparable  opportunities  on  the  10.2 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  accessing  the  5,030-acre 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  or  on  nearby 
areas  of  public  land  outside  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Closing  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  three  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  the  development  of  one  surface  mine  under 
the  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative  would  pre- 
serve opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  on  a  total  of  approximately  2,560  acres  within 
the  designated  area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approximately  480 
acres  by  sights  and  soundsfrom  mining,  construc- 
tion and  traffic  at  one  small  underground  mine 
within  the  area. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  approximately  1,280  acres 
within  the  area  by  eliminating  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motor  vehicles  along  two  miles  of  ve- 
hicle ways.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activities 


that  would  benefit  from  these  actions  include  day 
hiking,  sightseeing  and  rockhounding. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  would  pre- 
serve opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  on  approximately  8,035  acres  within  the  des- 
ignated area. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
across  approximately  64,850  acres  (99  percent  of 
the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding 
three  mineral  exploration  programs,  the  develop- 
ment of  one  surface  mine  and  construction  of  ten 
miles  of  powerline;  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  lessened  across  approximately  480  acres  by 
the  development  of  one  underground  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Enhanced 
Wilderness  alternative  would  provide  additional 
protection  for  two  known  potentially  eligible  Na- 
tional Register  sites  by: 

—  closing  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA  to  motorized 
recreation  use,  which  would  restrict  public 
access  to  these  two  sites;  and 

—  precluding  three  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  one  mining  operation,  which 
would  reduce  surface  disturbances  that 
could  otherwise  impact  these  sites. 

Together  these  measures  would  help  prevent 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruction  of 
these  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  these  two  sites. 

Surface  disturbances  on  approximately  five 
acres  from  the  development  of  one  underground 
mine  (on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights)  could 
destroy  the  integrity  of  one  or  more  of  these  sites. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  two  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  sites  by  closing  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  by  precluding 
three  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  one  surface  mine  within  the  designated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
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ing  rights  could  cause  site  destruction  at  one  or 
more  of  these  two  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Native  American  Values 

Designation  of  this  65,330-acre  portion  of  the 
WSA  as  wilderness  would  not  directly  affect 
Native  American  values  on  Black  Peak,  as  the  des- 
ignated area  would  not  include  Black  Peak. 

Indirect  effects  from  wilderness  designation  on 
Native  American  values  in  the  Black  Peak  area  are 
described  in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Native 
American  Values  for  the  area  recommended  for 
uses  other  than  wilderness  under  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  not 
directly  affect  Native  American  values  within  the 
WSA. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Enhanced 
Wilderness  alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  505.75  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard 
and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  by  precluding  5.75 
acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  three  mineral 
exploration  programsand  500  acres  of  surface  dis- 
turbance from  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  within  the  65,330-acre  designated  area. 

Habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe- 
toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  could  be 
lost  as  the  result  of  approximately  five  acres  of  sur- 
face disturbance  from  a  mining  operation  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Closing  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  provide  further  protection 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard 
and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  by  minimizing  the 
potential  of  individuals  and  burrows  from  being 
crushed  by  motor  vehicles. 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Enhanced 
Wilderness  alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
an  additional  25  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat- 
tailed  horned  lizard  by  precluding  surface  disturb- 
ances from  the  construction  of  ten  miles  of  pow- 
erline  across  the  western  end  of  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  531  acres  of  poten- 


tial habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe- 
toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  by  preclud- 
ing surface disturbancesfrom  three  mineral  explo- 
ration programs,  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  and  construction  of  ten  miles  of  powerline. 
It  would  also  minimize  the  potential  for  motor  vehi- 
cles crushing  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed 
lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  individuals  and 
their  burrows  by  closing  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately five  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed 
horned  lizard  within  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Enhanced 
Wilderness  alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  505.75  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf  sand 
spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand  flat  milk- 
vetch  and  wooly  heads,  and  the  potential  destruc- 
tion of  individuals  in  these  species,  by  precluding 
5.75  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  three  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  500  acres  of  sur- 
face disturbance  from  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine. 

Closing  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  allow  2.4  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf 
sand  spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand  flat 
milkvetch  and  wooly  heads  to  revegetate. 

Precluding  surface  disturbances  from  the  con- 
struction of  ten  miles  of  powerline  would  prevent 
the  loss  of  an  additional  1 5  acres  of  potential  hab- 
itat for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf  sand 
spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand  flat  milk- 
vetch  and  wooly  heads,  and  the  potential  destruc- 
tion of  individuals  in  these  species. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  521  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  linear- 
leaf  sand  spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand 
flat  milkvetch  and  wooly  heads,  and  the  potential 
destruction  of  individuals  in  these  species,  by  pre- 
cluding surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral 
exploration  programs,  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  and  construction  often  miles  of  pow- 
erline. It  would  also  allow  revegetation  of  2.4 
acres  of  potential  habitat  for  these  species  by 
closing  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  rec- 
reation use. 
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Impacts  on  Utility  Corridors 

Under  the  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative,  a 
ten-mile  section  of  BLM-designated  utility  corri- 
dor would  be  included  in  the  65,330-acre  area  des- 
ignated as  wilderness.  This  section  would  conse- 
quently be  closed  to  any  new  utility  construction. 

Closing  the  ten-mile  section  of  designated  util- 
ity corridor  at  the  western  end  of  the  WSA  would 
require  rerouting  a  projected  powerline  outside 
this  section  of  the  corridor  to  the  west  of  the  WSA. 
This  rerouting  would  probably  cross  the  Parker 
town  site,  which  could  lead  to  land  use  conflicts 
that  would  delay  or  stop  construction  of  the  pow- 
erline. 

Conclusion:  Closing  a  ten-mile  section  of  desig- 
nated utility  corridor  within  the  WSA  could 
adversely  impact  the  construction  of  a  projected 
powerline  by  forcing  rerouting  of  the  powerline 
across  the  Parker  town  site. 


Impacts  on  Land  Exchanges 

Designation  of  this  65,330-acre  portion  of  the 
WSA  as  wilderness  would  not  affect  the  projected 
transfer  of  3,325  acres  within  the  unit  to  the  State 
of  Arizona,  as  the  lands  identified  for  transfer 
would  be  outside  of  the  designated  area. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  not 
affect  the  projected  transfer  of  3,325  acres  to  the 
State  of  Arizona. 


Area  Recommended  for  Uses 
Other  Than  Wilderness 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Wilderness  values  on  the  5,030-acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  returned  to  other  resource  uses  would 
not  receive  the  management  protection  provided 
by  wilderness  designation.  Over  the  long-term, 
wilderness  values  in  certain  areas  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use, 
mineral  exploration,  mining,  development  of  the 
new  Parker  town  site  and  fence  construction. 

Within  the  nondesignated  area,  two  comprehen- 
sive mineral  exploration  programs  would  be  cur- 
tailed and  two  moderate  sized  surface  mines 
would  be  effectively  precluded  by  withdrawal  of 
the  adjacent  designated  area.  (See  Impacts  on 
Mineral  Development  for  this  alternative.) 


Naturalness 

The  curtailment  of  two  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  would  benefit  the  preserva- 
tion of  natural  values  on  approximately  four  acres 
by  preventing  soil  and  vegetation  removal  by 
motorized  equipment. 

One  general  mineral  exploration  program 
would  directly  impair  the  natural  character  of 
approximately  one-half  acre  by  removing  surface 
vegetation  and  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term  the  nat- 
ural character  of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased 
impacts  of  the  exploration  programs. 

Precluding  the  development  of  two  moderate 
sized  surface  mines  in  the  nondesignated  area  by 
withdrawal  of  the  adjacent  designated  area  would 
benefit  the  preservation  of  natural  values  on  a 
total  of  approximately  600  acres.  The  soil  and 
vegetation  removal  and  landscape  recontouring 
that  would  result  from  mining  operations  would 
be  prevented  on  the  lands.  Mine  pits,  structures, 
motorized  equipment,  access  roads  and  other 
types  of  developments  would  not  be  allowed  to 
occur. 

One  surface  mine  would  be  developed  and  sup- 
ported by  0.75  mile  of  access  road.  This  mine 
would  be  on  the  southern  flank  of  Black  Peak,  in 
the  northwestern  corner  of  the  WSA.  Mining,  pro- 
cessing, storage  of  tailings  and  road  construction 
for  this  mine  would  directly  impair  the  natural 
character  of  approximately  50  acres  by  removing 
surface  soils  and  vegetation  and  recontouring  the 
landscape.  During  the  life  of  the  mining  opera- 
tions, the  disturbances  would  involve  a  mine  pit, 
structures,  motorized  equipment,  tailings  piles 
and  access  roads.  Following  abandonment  of  the 
operations  and  reclamation,  the  disturbances 
would  involve  only  a  small  area  around  the  pit 
(covering  not  more  than  ten  acres).  The  visitor's 
perception  of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or 
impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  operations 
on  approximately  3,100  acres  —  where  the  oper- 
ations are  visible  within  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 

Construction  of  eight  miles  of  fence  to  control 
access  from  the  new  Parker  town  site  would 
impairthe  natural  character  of  10acresbydisturb- 
ing  vegetation  and  soils.  It  would  also  impair  the 
perception  of  naturalness  over  the  1 ,280  acres  on 
which  the  fence  would  be  seen. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  10.2  miles 
(12.25  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  and  0.75  mile  of  mine 
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roads  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness 
value  of  naturalness.  With  continued  motor  ve- 
hicle use,  the  vehicle  ways  and  roads  would  not 
revegetate  or  recontour  through  natural  pro- 
cesses. The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness 
would  consequently  be  impaired  over  5,050  acres 
—  the  immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the 
larger  area  from  which  the  vehicle  ways  and  roads 
are  visible. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  800  to  2,500  VDY  would  adversely  affect 
naturalness  within  the  area,  as  new  disturbances 
to  soils  and  vegetation  would  be  caused  by  motor- 
ized vehicles  leaving  the  existing  vehicle  ways. 
These  new  disturbances  would  cover  approxi- 
mately 12.5  acres,  and  would  be  visible  over  the 
same  area  as  the  existing  vehicle  ways. 

Development  of  the  new  Parker  town  site  would 
disturb  the  natural  character  on  approximately  20 
acres  of  the  3,325  acres  transferred  to  the  State 
of  Arizona  by  removing  vegetation  and  surface 
soils  and  installing  structures  and  facilities.  It 
would  also  impair  the  perception  of  naturalness 
on  approximately  3,325  acres  adjacent  to  the 
town  site. 


Solitude 

The  curtailment  of  two  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  would  preserve  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude  during  the  time  when  exploration 
would  otherwise  have  taken  place. 

One  general  mineral  exploration  program 
would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and  around 
one-half  acre  because  of  mechanical  equipment 
operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration  teams. 

Precluding  two  surface  mining  operations  on 
600  acres  would  maintain  opportunities  for  soli- 
tude over  approximately  5,000  acres  within  the 
nondesignated  area.  If  these  mines  were  devel- 
oped they  would  cause  additional  dust,  noise, 
human  activity  and  vehicular  traffic  within  the 
area. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  the  development  and 
operation  of  one  surface  mine  and  0.75  mile  of 
access  road  would  result  in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This 
loss  would  be  noticeable  on  the  50  acres  dis- 
turbed by  mining  operations  and  on  approxi- 
mately 3,100  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
operations,  and  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the 
mines.  The  sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the 
mine  would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motor- 
ized equipment,  vehiculartraffic  and  human  activ- 
ity at  the  operations  and  along  the  access  road. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  10.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  0.75  mile 


of  mine  road  would  continue  to  impair  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Visitors  would  see  or  hear  the 
motorized  vehicles  that  use  these  ways  and  roads 
on  all  5,030  acres  within  the  nondesignated  area. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  800  to  2,500  VDY  wou  Id  increase  the  pos- 
sibility of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities forsolitude  within 
the  area. 

The  sights  and  sounds  of  urban  development 
on  20  acres  of  the  new  Parker  town  site  would 
impair  opportunities  for  solitude.  Visitors  would 
be  subject  to  the  noises  of  urbanization  over 
approximately  3,325  acres. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

The  curtailment  of  two  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  would  preserve  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  dur- 
ing those  periods  when  such  activity  would  other- 
wise occur. 

One  general  mineral  exploration  program 
would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for  prim- 
itiveand  unconfined  recreation  in  and  around  one- 
half  acre  —  the  result  of  mechanical  equipment 
operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration  teams. 

Precluding  the  development  of  two  moderate 
sized  surface  mines  along  the  southern  flank  of 
Black  Peak  would  preserve  opportunities  for  prim- 
itive and  unconfined  recreation  on  a  total  of 
approximately  600  acres  within  the  nondesig- 
nated area  and  maintain  these  opportunities  over 
an  additional  5,000  acres. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  approximately  50 
acres  along  the  southern  flank  of  Black  Peak 
because  of  mineral  development  on  one  mine. 
This  loss  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining 
operations.  Sights  and  sounds  associated  with 
development  and  operation  of  the  mine  and  0.75 
mile  of  vehicle  access  would  impair  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreational  opportunities  on  approx- 
imately 3,100  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
mining  operations. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  10.2  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  0.75  mile  of  mine  roads  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  due  to  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  this  portion  of  the 
WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  800  to  2,500  VDY  would  further  increase 
the  likelihood  of  visitor  encounters  with  motor- 
ized vehicles,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
primitive  recreation  within  the  area. 
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Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconf  ined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  approximately  20 
acres  due  to  the  development  of  the  new  Parker 
town  site.  Sights  and  sounds  of  this  development 
would  also  impair  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ational opportunities  on  the  3,325  acres  imme- 
diately surrounding  the  urbanization. 


Special  Features 

The  Hilaria  rigida-Ephedra  trifurca-Croton  cali- 
fomicus  dunescrub  community  would  be 
adversely  affected  by  the  removal  of  vegetation 
associated  with  fence  construction  within  the 
area. 

The  Black  Peak  Sand  Dunes  would  be 
adversely  affected  by  the  removal  of  vegetation 
and  surface  soils  associated  with  fence  construc- 
tion within  the  area. 

Impacts  on  special  status  plants  and  wildlife  are 
described  in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Special 
Status  Plants  and  Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 
for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  One  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram and  the  development  of  one  surface  mine 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a  total 
of  approximately  3,100  acres  (62  percent  of  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA). 

Fence  construction  would  impair  the  wilder- 
ness values  of  naturalness  and  special  features  on 
approximately  1 ,280  acres  (25  percent  of  the  non- 
designated  area). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  10.2  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  0.75  mile  of  mine  roads  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  on  5,030  acres  (100  percent  of  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA).  The  pro- 
jected increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  from 
800  to  2,500  VDY  would  further  impair  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  opportuni- 
ties in  this  area. 

Development  of  the  new  Parker  town  site  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  soli- 
tude and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately 
3,325  acres  (66  percent  of  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA). 

The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  would  be  enhanced  and 
maintained  on  a  total  of  approximately  5,000 
acres  (99  percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA)  by  curtailing  two  comprehensive  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  precluding  the 
development  of  two  surface  mines  within  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

The  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative  would 
allow  mineral  entry  on  5,030  acres  of  public  land. 

One  general  mineral  exploration  program  (cov- 
ering approximately  one-half  acre)  would  be  con- 
ducted and  one  small  surface  mine  (covering 
approximately  50  acres)  would  be  developed  in 
the  northern  portion  of  the  nondesignated  area. 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams in  the  northern  portion  of  the  nondesig- 
nated area  would  be  curtailed  by  withdrawal  of 
the  adjacent  designated  area. 

The  development  of  two  moderate  sized  sur- 
face mines  would  be  effectively  precluded  by  the 
lack  of  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  in  the 
northern  portion  of  the  nondesignated  area. 

Because  of  the  denial  of  mining  activities,  poten- 
tial mineral  resources  would  not  be  fully  evalu- 
ated and  developed  in  the  nondesignated  area 
under  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  on  adjacent 
lands  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  devel- 
opment of  potential  mineral  resources  within  the 
nondesignated  area  by  curtailing  two  comprehen- 
sive mineral  exploration  programs  and  effectively 
precluding  two  projected  mines. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  evaluated  in  two  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  developed  at  one  projected 
mine. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative, 
10.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  0.75  mile  of  new 
mine  road  on  5,030  acres  would  remain  available 
for  motorized  recreation  use. 

Because  of  the  closure  of  two  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  in  the  designated  area  (which  would  dis- 
place motorized  recreation  use  to  this  area)  and 
because  of  regional  population  growth,  BLM  esti- 
mates that  motorized  recreation  use  would 
increase  to  2,500  VDY  from  800  VDY.  This  21 2  per- 
cent increase  would  decrease  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  opportunities  due  to  over- 
crowding on  heavy  use  periods. 

Conclusion:  A  212  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  would  impair  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  on  the  10.2  miles  of  ve- 
hicle ways  and  0.75  mile  of  mine  roads  in  the  non- 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 
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Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative, 
development  of  one  surface  mine  would  impair 
opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  on 
approximately  3,100  acres  because  of  sights  and 
sounds  from  equipment,  roads,  facilities  and  work 
crews.  Temporary  impairment  would  also  result 
form  one  mineral  exploration  program  in  the  area. 

Curtailing  two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  precluding  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  by  withdrawal  of  the  adjacent 
designated  area  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 5,000  acres  in  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation  use. 
Nonmotorized  recreationists  would  be  subjected 
to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  recreation 
use,  especially  along  the  10.2  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  0.75  mile  of  new  mine  roads.  An  esti- 
mated 5,030  acres  would  be  affected  —  the  area 
on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle  ways  where  motor- 
ized vehicles  could  be  seen  and  heard  by  nonmot- 
orized recreationists.  As  a  result,  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  the  nondesignated  portion 
would  remain  at  an  estimated  50  VDY. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  212  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  urban  development  of 
20  acres  at  the  new  Parker  town  site  would  impair 
opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  over 
approximately  3,325  acres  adjacent  to  the  area. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  impaired  across  a  total  of 
approximately  3,100  acres  (61  percent  of  the  non- 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  one  mineral 
exploration  program  and  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 5,030  acres  (100  percent  of  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  10.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  0.75 
mile  of  mine  roads.  These  opportunities  would  be 
further  impaired  by  a  212  percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  also  be  impaired  across  approximately 
3,325  acres  by  urban  development  at  the  new 
Parker  town  site. 


Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  maintained  across  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 5,000  acres  within  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA  by  curtailing  two  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  precluding  the  development 
of  two  surface  mines. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Nondesignation  of  this  5,030-acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any  significant 
cultural  resources,  as  no  potentially  eligible  Na- 
tional Register  sites  are  projected  to  be  located 
inside  of  the  area. 

Conclusion:  Nondesignation  of  this  portion  of  the 
WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any  significant  cul- 
tural resources  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Native  American  Values 

Under  this  alternative,  Native  American  values 
associated  with  a  portion  of  Black  Peak  would  not 
receive  protection  provided  by  wilderness  desig- 
nation. Over  the  long  term,  the  conditions  neces- 
sary for  maintaining  Native  American  values  in 
this  area  could  experience  adverse  impacts  from 
the  following  uses  and  activities: 

—  increases  in  motorized  recreation  use  from 
800  to  2,500  VDY, 

—  mineral  exploration  activitiesandthedevelop- 
ment  of  one  mine,  which  would  result  in  sur- 
face disturbances  on  a  total  of  approximately 
50.5  acres,  and 

—  motorized  recreation  use  on  two  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways,  which  would  prevent  revegetation 
of  2.4  acres  of  surface  disturbance 

These  usesand  activities  could  introduce  unnat- 
ural conditions  into  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA,  which  would  contribute  to  the  deterio- 
ration or  loss  of  natural  and  cultural  conditions 
necessary  to  maintain  Native  American  cultural 
values  in  the  Black  Peak  area. 

Withdrawal  of  the  adjacent  designated  area 
within  the  WSA  would  curtail  two  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  effectively  preclude  two  min- 
ing operations  in  the  Black  Peak  area,  thereby  pre- 
venting surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of 
approximately  604  acres  within  the  area.  (See 
analysis  of  impacts  on  Mineral  Development  for 
this  alternative.)  This  action  would  benefit  the  cul- 
tural and  natural  conditions  considered  neces- 
sary for  maintaining  Native  American  values  on 
Black  Peak  by  reducing  the  possibility  of  surface 
destruction  or  the  introduction  of  unnatural 
objects  or  features  into  the  area. 
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Conclusion:  Increases  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  800  to  2,500  VDY,  surface  disturbances 
on  a  total  of  approximately  50.5  acres  from  min- 
eral exploration  activities  and  the  development  of 
one  mine,  and  continued  motorized  recreation 
use  on  two  miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  adversely 
impact  the  conditions  considered  necessary  for 
maintaining  Native  American  values  in  the  Black 
Peak  area. 

Curtailing  two  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  precluding  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines  in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  benefit  the  natural  and  cultural  conditions 
considered  necessary  for  maintaining  Native 
American  values  in  the  Black  Peak  area. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surfacedisturbancesfrom  one  mineral  explora- 
tion program  and  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  within  the  nondesignated  area  could  cause 
a  loss  of  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  on  a  total 
of  approximately  50.5  acres. 

Curtailing  two  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  precluding  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines  by  withdrawal  of  the  adjacent  designated 
area  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approximately  604 
acres  of  potential  desert  tortoise  habitat  that 
would  otherwise  result  from  surface  disturbance. 

Surface  disturbances  from  development  of  the 
new  Parker  town  site  could  cause  a  loss  of  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard 
and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  on  approximately  20 
acres. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  10.2  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  result  in 
desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat- 
tailed  horned  lizard  individuals  being  crushed  by 
vehicles.  The  desert  tortoise  individuals  and  their 
burrows  (which  are  concentrated  in  wash  areas) 
would  be  crushed  in  washes  that  are  accessible 
to  motorized  vehicles.  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizards 
and  flat-tailed  horned  lizards  would  be  crushed 
along  vehicle  ways  in  the  sandy  portions  of  the 
area. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  one  min- 
eral exploration  program  and  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  would  result  in  the  loss  of  ap- 
proximately 50.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise  within  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  development  of  the 
new  Parker  town  site  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
approximately  20  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 


desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat- 
tailed  horned  lizard  within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  10.2  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  crush 
desert  tortoise,  Mohave  f ri  nge-toed  lizard  and  flat- 
tailed  horned  lizard  individuals,  along  with  desert 
tortoise  burrows. 

Curtailing  two  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  the  development  of  two  surface  mines  would 
prevent  the  loss  of  approximately  604  acres  of 
potential  desert  tortoise  habitat  within  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Surface  disturbances  from  development  of  the 
new  Parker  town  site  could  result  in  the  loss  of 
individuals  and  habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon 
tea,  linear  leaf  sand  spurge,  night  blooming 
cereus,  sand  flat  milkvetch  and  wooly  heads  on 
approximately  20  acres. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  10.2 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  0.75  mile  of  mine  roads 
would  preclude  the  revegetation  of  13.1  acres  of 
existing  surface  disturbance  on  potential  habitat 
for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf  sand 
spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand  flat  milk- 
vetch  and  wooly  heads. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  develop- 
ment of  the  new  Parker  town  site  would  result  in 
the  Iossofapproximately20acresof  potential  hab- 
itat for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf  sand 
spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand  flat  milk- 
vetch  and  wooly  heads,  and  the  potential  destruc- 
tion of  individuals  in  these  species  within  the  non- 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  10.2 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  0.75  mile  of  mine  roads 
would  preclude  the  revegetation  of  13.1  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  lin- 
earleaf sand  spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand 
flat  milkvetch  and  wooly  heads. 


Impacts  on  Utility  Corridors 

See  analysis  of  impacts  on  Utility  Corridors  for 
the  area  proposed  for  wilderness  designation 
under  this  alternative. 


Impacts  on  Land  Exchanges 

Under  the  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative,  the 
3,325-acre  area  projected  for  transfer  to  the  State 
of  Arizona  would  be  included  in  the  5,030-acre 
portion  not  recommended  for  wilderness. 
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The  projected  exchange  would  proceed  as 
planned,  as  it  could  be  authorized  once  the  area 
is  released  from  wilderness  review. 

Conclusion:  The  projected  transfer  of  3,325  acres 
to  the  State  of  Arizona  would  proceed  as  planned. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return 
70,360  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-15). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  none  of 
the  wilderness  values  on  70,360  acres  would 
receive  the  management  protection  provided  by 
wilderness  designation.  Over  the  long  term,  wil- 
derness values  in  certain  areas  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use, 
mineral  exploration,  five  anticipated  mining  ven- 
tures, powerline  construction  and  development  of 
the  new  Parker  town  site. 


Naturalness 

Four  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  one  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  9.75  acres  by  removing  surface 
vegetation  and  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment  operation  and 
would  be  temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term 
the  natural  character  of  the  area  would  be 
restored  as  natural  processes  and  vegetation 
growth  erased  impacts  of  the  exploration  pro- 
grams. 

Foursurface  mines  and  one  small  underground 
mine  would  be  developed  and  supported  by  6.5 
miles  of  access  road.  Three  of  the  surface  mines 
would  be  along  the  southern  flank  of  Black  Peak, 
and  the  fourth  would  be  in  the  sand  dunes  at  the 
western  end  of  the  WSA;  the  underground  mine 
would  be  in  a  rocky  area  in  the  southeast  corner 
of  the  WSA.  Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tail- 
ings and  road  construction  for  these  mines  would 
directly  impair  naturalness  on  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 1,155  acres  by  removing  surface  soils  and 
vegetation  and  recontouring  the  landscape. 
During  the  life  of  the  mining  operations,  the  dis- 
turbances would  involve  mine  pits,  a  mine  tunnel, 
structures,  motorized  equipment,  tailings  piles 


and  access  roads.  Following  abandonment  of  the 
operations  and  reclamation,  the  disturbances 
would  involve  only  areas  around  the  pits  and  tun- 
nel (covering  a  total  of  approximately  250  acres 
around  the  pits,  and  not  more  than  one  acre 
around  the  tunnel).  The  visitor's  perception  of 
naturalness  would  be  lost  or  impaired  during  the 
life  of  the  mining  operations  on  an  area  of  approx- 
imately 8,580  acres  —  where  the  operations  would 
be  visible  within  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  12.2  miles  (14.6 
acres)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natural- 
ness. With  continued  motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehi- 
cle ways  would  not  revegetate  or  recontour 
through  natural  processes.  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  consequently  be 
impaired  over  approximately  14,100  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

Construction  of  ten  miles  of  powerline  in  the  util- 
ity corridor  that  crosses  the  western  end  of  the 
WSA  would  impair  naturalness  on  approximately 
25  acres  by  removing  vegetation  and  surface  soils 
and  installing  towers  and  lines.  The  surface  dis- 
turbances in  this  area  would  result  from  operation 
of  motorized  equipment.  In  addition,  the  visibility 
of  the  surface  disturbances  and  powerline  facili- 
ties would  impair  the  visitor's  perception  of  natu- 
ralness over  approximately  8,035  acres  within  the 
WSA. 

Development  of  the  new  Parker  town  site  would 
disturb  the  natural  character  on  approximately  20 
acres  of  the  3,325  acres  transferred  to  the  State 
of  Arizona  by  removing  vegetation  and  surface 
soils  and  installing  structures  and  facilities.  It 
would  also  impair  the  perception  of  naturalness 
on  the  3,325  acres  adjacent  to  the  town  site. 


Solitude 

Four  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  one  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
around  9.75  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longer  than  one 
month  for  each  exploration  program. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  the  development  and 
operation  of  four  surface  mines,  one  under- 
ground mine  and  6.5  miles  of  access  road  would 
result  in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be 
noticeable  on  the  1 ,155  acres  disturbed  by  mining 
operations  and  on  approximately  8,580  acres 
immediately  surrounding  the  operations,  and 
would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mines.  The 
sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the  mines 
would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motorized 
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equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and  human  activity  at 
the  operations  and  along  the  access  roads. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  12.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  6.5  miles 
of  mine  road  would  continue  to  impair  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Visitors  would  see  or  hear  the 
motorized  vehicles  that  use  these  ways  and  roads 
on  approximately  14,100  acres  within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  900  to  2,700  VDY  and  in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from  100  to  300  VDY  would 
increase  the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other 
recreationists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities in  the  corridor  that  crosses  the  western  end 
of  the  WSA  would  periodically  impair  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  users  would  be  likely 
to  see  or  hear  motorized  equipment  and  work 
crews  within  an  8,035-acre  area  adjacent  to  the 
powerline  during  construction  and  maintenance 
activity  periods. 

The  sights  and  sounds  of  urban  development 
on  approximately  20  acres  of  the  new  Parker  town 
site  would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  solitude. 
Visitors  would  be  subject  to  the  noises  of  urban- 
ization over  approximately  3,325  acres. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Four  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  one  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  9.75  acres  —  the  result  of  mechanical 
equipment  operation  and  the  presence  of  explo- 
ration teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 1,155  acres  because  of  mineral  develop- 
ment on  five  mines  (three  along  the  southern  flank 
of  Black  Peak,  one  in  the  sand  dunes  at  the  west- 
ern end  of  the  WSA,  and  one  in  a  rocky  area  in 
the  southeast  corner  of  the  WSA).  This  loss  would 
continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining  operations. 
Sights  and  sounds  associated  with  development 
and  operation  of  the  five  mines  and  6.5  miles  of 
vehicle  access  would  impair  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined recreational  opportunities  on  approxi- 
mately 8,580  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
mining  operations.  These  impacts  would  primar- 
ily affect  opportunities  for  hiking  and  sightseeing 
in  the  Black  Peak  area,  and  opportunities  for  hik- 
ing, sightseeing,  photography  and  botanical  and 
wildlife  study  in  the  sand  dunes. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  12.2  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  6.5  miles  of  mine  road  would  con- 


tinue to  impair  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  due  to  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  900  to  2,700  VDY  would  increase  the  like- 
lihood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities and  their  associated  motorized  equipment 
usage  would  impair  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  by  causing  visitor 
encounters  with  work  crews  and  motorized  equip- 
ment on  approximately  8,035  acres  near  the  pow- 
erline. Such  impacts  would  be  temporary  in 
nature,  with  the  maintenance  activities  usually 
covering  less  than  one  week  per  year. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  approximately  20 
acres  due  to  the  development  of  the  new  Parker 
town  site.  Sights  and  sounds  of  this  development 
would  also  impair  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ational opportunities  on  the  3,325  acres  imme- 
diately surrounding  the  urbanization. 


Special  Features 

The  Hilaria  rigida-Ephedra  trifurca-Croton  cali- 
fornicus  dunescrub  community  would  be 
adversely  affected  by  the  removal  of  vegetation 
associated  with  mineral  exploration  activities,  the 
development  of  one  moderate  sized  surface  mine 
and  powerline  construction  within  the  area. 

The  Black  Peak  Sand  Dunes  would  be 
adversely  affected  by  the  removal  of  vegetation 
and  surface  soils  associated  with  mineral  explora- 
tion activities,  the  development  of  one  moderate 
sized  surface  mine  and  powerline  construction 
within  the  area. 

None  of  the  uses  or  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  under  the  No  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  affect  the  integrity  of  the  the  Hilaria 
rigida-mixed  shrub  dunescrub  community  within 
the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  special  status  plants  and  wildlife  are 
described  in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Special 
Status  Plants  and  Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 
for  this  alternative. 

Conc/us/on;Fourcomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  one  general  mineral  exploration 
program  and  the  development  of  four  surface 
mines  and  one  underground  mine  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
5,580  acres  (18  percent  of  the  WSA). 
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Motorized  recreation  use  on  12.2  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  6.5  miles  of  mine  roads  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on 
approximately  14,100  acres  (20  percent  of  the 
WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  900  to  2,700  VDY  would  further 
impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  opportu- 
nities in  this  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approx- 
imately 8,035  acres  (11  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Development  of  the  new  Parker  town  site  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  soli- 
tude and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately 
3,325  acres  (five  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  300  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  the  entire 
WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral  entry  under 
the  general  mining  laws. 

It  is  estimated  that  four  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  one  general  mineral 
exploration  program  (covering  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 9.75  acres),  and  four  surface  mines  and 
one  underground  mine  (covering  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 1,155  acres)  would  eventually  be  devel- 
oped within  the  WSA.  Because  of  these  mining 
activities,  the  area's  potential  mineral  resources 
would  be  fully  evaluated  and  developed. 

Conclusion:  Potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  WSA  would  be  fully  evaluated  in  five  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  developed  at  five  pro- 
jected mines. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  12.2  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  and  6.5  miles  of  new  mine  road 
on  70,360  acres  would  be  available  for  motorized 
recreation  use.  Because  of  regional  population 
growth,  BLM  estimates  that  motorized  recreation 
use  would  increase  to  2,500  VDY  from  900  VDY. 
While  this  178  percent  increase  would  periodi- 
cally lessen  motorized  recreation  opportunities 
due  to  overcrowding  on  heavy  use  periods,  the  re- 
source is  generally  adequate  to  accommodate 
this  growth  without  impairing  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation. 


Conclusion:  An  estimated  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  to  2,500  VDY  from  900  VDY  would 
not  affect  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation 
use  on  the  12.2  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  6.5  miles 
of  mine  roads  in  the  WSA,  except  for  some  impair- 
ment during  heavy  use  periods. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  sights  and 
sounds  from  the  development  of  four  surface 
mines  and  one  underground  mine  would  directly 
impair  nonmotorized  recreation  on  a  total  of 
approximately  8,580  acres,  including  the  1,155 
acres  directly  impacted  by  motorized  equipment, 
facilities,  work  crews  and  surface  disturbances. 
Temporary  impairment  would  also  result  from  five 
mineral  exploration  programs  in  the  area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation 
use.  Nonmotorized  recreationists  would  be  sub- 
jected to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  rec- 
reational use,  especially  along  the  12.2  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  6.5  miles  of  new  mine  roads.  An 
estimated  14,100  acres  would  be  affected  —  the 
area  on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle  ways  where 
motorized  vehicles  could  be  seen  and  heard  by 
nonmotorized  recreationists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  178  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Construction  of  ten  miles  of  new  powerline  and 
maintenance  activities  along  the  right-of-way 
would  require  use  of  motorized  equipment,  which 
would  occasionally  impair  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation opportunities  over  approximately  8,035 
acres  within  the  WSA. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  urban  development  on 
approximately  20  acres  at  the  new  Parker  town 
site  would  impair  nonmotorized  recreation  oppor- 
tunities over  approximately  3,325  acres  adjacent 
to  the  area. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 8,580  acres  (18  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
five  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  four  surface  mines  and  one  under- 
ground mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 14,100  acres  (20  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
motorized  recreation  use  on  12.2  miles  of  vehicle 
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ways  and  6.5  miles  of  mine  roads.  These  oppor- 
tunities would  be  further  impaired  by  a  178  per- 
cent increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 8,035  acres  by  powerline  construction  and 
maintenance  activities. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  also  be  impaired  across  approximately 
3,325  acres  by  development  of  the  new  Parker 
town  site. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  certain 
uses  and  activities  could  have  an  adverse  effect 
on  two  known  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister sites.  The  uses  and  activities  which  could 
impact  the  integrity  of  these  cultural  resource 
sites  are  - 

—  increased  visitation  by  motorized  and  non- 
motorized  recreation  users  (including  hunt- 
ers and  hikers),  who  could  impact  these  sites 
by  various  forms  of  site  use  ranging  from  cas- 
ual disturbance  to  vandalism  or  destruction. 

—  mining  activities,  including  exploration  and 
the  excavation  of  less  than  five  acres  (without 
the  benefit  of  a  cultural  resource  evaluation 
as  required  by  a  plan  of  operation  for  larger 
acreages),  which  could  damage  or  destroy 
these  sites  by  surface  disturbance. 

In  addition,  surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of 
approximately  1,155  acres  from  the  development 
of  five  mines  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  one  or 
more  of  these  two  sites. 

Surface  disturbances  from  powerline  construc- 
tion in  the  corridor  that  crosses  the  western  end 
of  the  WSA  and  development  of  the  new  Parker 
town  site  would  not  affect  cultural  resources,  as 
no  potentially  eligible  National  Register  sites  are 
projected  in  the  area  covered  by  these  activities. 

Conclusion:  Two  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister sites  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  and  sitedestruction  result- 
ing from  increased  visitation  by  recreation  users, 
and  by  surface  disturbances  resulting  from  min- 
eral exploration,  the  development  of  five  mines, 
construction  of  ten  miles  of  powerline  and  devel- 
opment of  the  new  Parker  town  site. 


Impacts  on  Native  American  Values 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  the  follow- 
ing uses  and  activities  would  occur  in  the  Black 
Peak  area: 


—  increases  in  nonmotorized  and  motorized  rec- 
reation use  from  1,000  to  3,000  VDY 

—  mineral  exploration  activitiesandthedevelop- 
ment  of  three  mines,  which  would  result  in  the 
surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 650  acres 

—  motorized  recreation  useon  10.2  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways,  which  would  prevent  revegetation 
of  12.25  acres  of  surface  disturbance,  and 

—  construction  of  approximately  two  miles  of 
powerline  across  the  area,  which  would  result 
in  approximately  25  acres  of  surface  disturb- 
ance. 

These  uses  and  activities  could  introduce  unnat- 
ural conditions  that  would  contribute  to  the  dete- 
rioration or  loss  of  natural  and  cultural  conditions 
necessary  to  maintain  Native  American  cultural 
values  in  the  Black  Peak  area. 

Conclusion:  Increases  in  recreation  use  from 
1,000  to  3,000  VDY,  surface  disturbances  on  a 
total  of  approximately  675  acres  from  mineral  ex- 
ploration activities,  the  development  of  three 
mines  and  powerline  construction,  and  continued 
motorized  recreation  use  on  12.2  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  impairthe  conditions  considered  nec- 
essary to  maintain  Native  American  traditional 
values  associated  with  the  Black  Peak  area. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  four  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  the  development  of  three  sur- 
face mines  and  one  underground  mine  could 
cause  a  loss  of  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  by 
directly  disturbing  a  total  of  approximately  659 
acres. 

Surface  disturbances  from  one  mineral  explora- 
tion program  and  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  within  the  WSA  could  cause  a  loss  of  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard 
and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  by  directly  disturbing 
a  total  of  approximately  505.75  acres. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  construction  of 
ten  miles  of  powerline  across  the  western  end  of 
the  WSA  could  cause  a  loss  of  habitat  for  the  des- 
ert tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat- 
tailed  horned  lizard  by  directly  disturbing  approx- 
imately 25  acres. 

Surface  disturbances  from  development  of  the 
new  Parker  town  site  could  cause  a  loss  of  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard 
and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  by  directly  disturbing 
approximately  20  acres. 
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Motorized  recreation  use  on  12.2  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  6.5  miles  of  new  mine  roads  would 
continue  to  occasionally  result  in  desert  tortoise, 
Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned 
lizard  individuals  being  crushed  by  vehicles.  The 
desert  tortoise  individuals  and  their  burrows 
(which  are  concentrated  in  wash  areas)  would  be 
crushed  in  washes  that  are  accessible  to  motor- 
ized vehicles.  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizards  and  flat- 
tailed  horned  lizards  would  be  crushed  along  vehi- 
cle ways  and  mine  roads  in  the  sandy  portions  of 
the  area. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  five  min- 
eral exploration  programs,  the  development  of 
four  surface  mines  and  one  underground  mine, 
construction  of  ten  miles  of  powerline  and  devel- 
opment of  the  new  Parker  town  site  would  result 
in  the  loss  of  approximately  1 ,210  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Mohave  fringe- 
toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned  lizard  within  the 
WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  12.2  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  6.5  miles  of  mine  roads  would  con- 
tinue to  occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise, 
Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  and  flat-tailed  horned 
lizard  individuals,  as  well  as  desert  tortoise  bur- 
rows. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Surface  disturbances  from  four  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  the  development  of  one  sur- 
face mine  could  result  in  the  loss  of  individuals 
and  habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  linear- 
leaf  sand  spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand 
flat  milkvetch  and  wooly  heads  on  a  total  of 
approximately  505.75  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  construction  of 
a  new  powerline  across  the  western  end  of  the 
WSA  could  result  in  the  loss  of  individuals  and 
habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf 
sand  spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand  flat 
milkvetch  and  wooly  heads  on  approximately  15 
acres. 

Surface  disturbances  from  development  of  the 
new  Parker  town  site  could  also  result  in  the  loss 
of  individuals  and  habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mor- 
mon tea,  linearleaf  sand  spurge,  night-blooming 
cereus,  sand  flat  milkvetch  and  wooly  heads  on 
approximately  20  acres. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  12.2 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  6.5  miles  of  new  mine 
roads  would  preclude  the  revegetation  of  22.75 
acres  of  surface  disturbance  on  potential  habitat 
for  Death  Valley  Mormon  tea,  linearleaf  sand 
spurge,  night-blooming  cereus,  sand  flat  milk- 
vetch and  wooly  heads. 


Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  four  min- 
eral exploration  programs,  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine,  construction  of  ten  miles  of 
powerline  and  development  of  the  new  Parker 
town  site  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately 
541  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  Death  Valley  Mor- 
mon tea,  linearleaf  sand  spurge,  night-blooming 
cereus,  sand  flat  milkvetch  and  wooly  heads,  and 
the  potential  destruction  of  individuals  in  these 
species  within  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  12.2 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  6.5  miles  of  mine  roads 
would  preclude  the  revegetation  of  approximately 
22.75  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  Death  Valley 
Mormon  tea,  linearleaf  sand  spurge,  night- 
blooming  cereus,  sand  flat  milkvetch  and  wooly 
heads. 


Impacts  on  Utility  Corridors 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  the  ten- 
mile  section  of  BLM-designated  utility  corridor 
that  traverses  the  WSA  would  not  be  included  in 
adesignated  wilderness.  Consequently,  construc- 
tion of  a  projected  powerline  within  this  section 
would  proceed  as  planned. 

Conclusion:  Construction  of  a  projected  power- 
line  in  the  section  of  designated  corridor  that  tra- 
verses the  WSA  would  proceed  as  planned. 


Impacts  on  Land  Exchanges 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  the 
3,325-acre  area  projected  for  transfer  to  the  State 
of  Arizona  would  not  be  included  in  an  area  that 
is  recommended  for  wilderness. 

The  projected  exchange  would  proceed  as 
planned,  as  it  could  be  authorized  once  the  area 
is  released  from  wilderness  review. 

Conclusion:  The  projected  transfer  of  3,325  acres 
to  the  State  of  Arizona  would  proceed  as  planned. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


SWANSEA 
(AZ-050-15A)  -  41,690  Acres 

Proposed  Action/Partial 
Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Swansea  WSA 
would  designate  15,755  acres  as  wilderness  and 
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return  25,935  acres  to  other  resource  uses.  This 
alternative  differs  from  the  All  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive in  that  boundary  adjustments  would  provide 
for  motorized  recreation  access  and  development 
of  high  potential  mineral  areas  on  the  north, 
south,  and  west  sides  while  ensuring  wilderness 
protection  for  high  value  riparian  areas  along  the 
Bill  Williams  River.  The  boundaries  would  also 
conform  with  manageable  natural  landforms 
(Map  2-17A). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Area  Proposed  for  Wilderness 
Designation 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  provide  long-term  management  pro- 
tection for  wilderness  values  on  15,755  acres  of 
the  WSA.  Wilderness  values  would  benefit  in  cer- 
tain areas  because  mineral  exploration  programs 
would  be  precluded.  One  underground  mine,  on 
mining  claims  with  valid  existing  rights,  would  be 
developed  within  the  wilderness  in  a  manner 
affecting  wilderness  values  —  however,  this  use 
would  occur  under  all  alternatives. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  three  general  mineral  exploration 
programs  would  benefit  the  preservation  of  natu- 
ral values  on  approximately  three  acres  by  pre- 
venting soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized 
equipment. 

Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road 
construction  for  the  one  small  underground  mine 
on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  directly 
impair  the  natural  character  of  approximately  five 
acres  by  removing  surface  soils  and  vegetation, 
and  recontouring  the  landscape.  This  mine  would 
be  in  an  upper  drainage  in  the  Buckskin  Moun- 
tains. During  the  life  of  the  mining  operations,  the 
disturbances  would  involve  a  mine  tunnel,  struc- 
tures, motorized  equipment,  tailings  piles  and 
access  roads.  Following  abandonmentoftheoper- 
ations  and  reclamation,  the  disturbances  would 
involve  only  a  small  area  around  the  tunnel  (cov- 
ering less  than  one  acre).  The  visitor's  perception 
of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or  impaired  during 
the  life  of  the  mining  operations  on  approximately 
40  acres  —  where  the  operations  would  be  visible 
within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Rehabilitation  of  six  miles  of  riparian  habitat 
along  the  Bill  Williams  River  would  enhance  the 
natural  character  of  approximately  530  acres  in 
the  designated  area.  Temporary  disturbances  to 
the  area's  naturalness  would  occur  when  tree 
planting  would  be  assisted  by  motorized  equip- 
ment. 


View  north  across  Buckskin  Mountains,  Swansea  WSA 
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Solitude 

Precluding  three  general  mineral  exploration 
programs  would  preserve  opportunities  for  soli- 
tude during  the  time  when  exploration  took  place. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  Buckskin  Mountains,  sights  and 
sounds  from  the  development  and  operation  of 
one  underground  mine  and  one-half  mile  of 
access  road  would  result  in  the  loss  of  solitude. 
This  loss  would  be  noticeable  on  the  five  acres  dis- 
turbed by  mining  operations  and  on  approxi- 
mately 40  acres  immediately  surrounding  the  op- 
erations, and  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the 
mine.  The  sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the 
mine  would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motor- 
ized equipment,  vehiculartraffic  and  human  activ- 
ity at  the  operations  and  along  the  access  roads. 
The  rugged  system  of  drainages  and  ridges  would 
effectively  screen  this  mine  from  visitors  over 
most  of  the  range. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  25  to  50  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  — 
especially  along  the  Bill  Williams  River  and  in  the 
interior  drainages  of  the  mountains. 

Rehabilitation  of  six  miles  of  riparian  habitat 
along  the  Bill  Williams  River  would  enhance 
opportunities  for  solitude  on  approximately  530 
acres  in  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA  by  pro- 
viding more  vegetation  cover.  Temporary  disturb- 
ances to  solitude  would  occur  when  tree  planting 
is  assisted  by  motorized  equipment. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  three  general  mineral  exploration 
programs  would  preserve  opportunities  for  prim- 
itive and  unconfined  recreation  during  those  peri- 
ods when  such  activity  would  otherwise  occur. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  five  acres  in  an 
upper  drainage  of  the  Buckskin  Mountains 
because  of  the  development  of  one  underground 
mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights.  This  loss 
would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining  opera- 
tions. Sights  and  sounds  associated  with  develop- 
ment and  operation  of  the  one  mine  and  0.5  mile 
of  vehicle  access  would  impair  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreational  opportunities  on  approx- 
imately 40  acres  immediately  surrounding  the  min- 
ing operations.  These  impacts  would  primarily 
affect  day  hiking,  photography  and  sightseeing 
on  a  small  portion  of  the  Buckskin  Mountains.  Out- 
standing opportunities  for  float  boating,  day  hik- 
ing, sightseeing,  photography  and  horseback  rid- 


ing would  be  available  over  the  remainder  of  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Rehabilitation  of  six  miles  of  riparian  habitat 
along  the  Bill  Williams  River  would  enhance 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ation on  approximately  530  acres  in  the  desig- 
nated area  by  increasing  vegetation  cover.  Tem- 
porary disturbances  to  primitive  recreation  would 
occur  when  tree  planting  is  assisted  by  motorized 
equipment. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  cultural  resource  sites  and  the  des- 
erttortoiseand  Gila  monsteraredescribed  respec- 
tively in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Cultural  Re- 
sources and  Special  Status  Wildlife  Species  for 
this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude,  and  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
15,715  acres  (99  percent  of  the  designated  portion 
of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  three  general  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  allowing  the  rehabilita- 
tion of  six  miles  of  riparian  habitat  along  the  Bill 
Williams  River. 

The  development  of  one  underground  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  approxi- 
mately 40  acres  (one  percent  of  the  designated 
area). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  25  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Tree  planting  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  temporarily  disturb  solitude  and  prim- 
itive recreation  within  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  10,705  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial 
Wilderness  alternative  would  result  in  curtailment 
of  three  general  mineral  exploration  programs 
(covering  a  total  of  approximately  three  acres). 
Because  of  this  denial  of  exploration  activities, 
potential  mineral  resources  in  the  area  would  not 
be  fully  evaluated. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  area  are  projected  to  be  developed  at  one 
small  mine  (covering  approximately  five  acres), 
on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 
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Nonfederal  mineral  estate  on  5,050  acres  within 
the  designated  area  would  not  be  affected  by 
withdrawal. 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  10,705  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  of  potential 
mineral  resources  within  the  designated  area  by 
curtailing  three  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  developed  at  one  projected 
mine,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  wilderness  designation  would  pro- 
hibit motorized  recreation  use  on  15,755  acres. 
The  impact  of  this  prohibition  on  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  would  be  negligible, 
however,  since  the  area  contains  no  vehicle  ways 
and  receives  no  motorized  recreation  use. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  not 
change  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation 
use  in  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA,  since 
the  area  contains  no  vehicle  ways. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  three  general  mineral  exploration 
programs  under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wil- 
derness alternative  would  preserve  opportunities 
for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  a  total  of 
approximately  three  acres  within  the  designated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approximately  40 
acres  by  sights  and  soundsfrom  mining,  construc- 
tion and  traffic  at  one  small  underground  mine 
within  the  area. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  maintained  on  a  total  of 
approximately  1 5,71 5  acres  (99  percent  of  the  des- 
ignated portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  three 
general  mineral  exploration  programs. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  lessened  across  approximately  40  acres  by  the 
development  of  one  underground  mine  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pro- 


vide additional  protection  for  five  known  poten- 
tially eligible  National  Register  sites  by  preclud- 
ing three  general  mineral  exploration  programs 
within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA.  This 
measure  would  help  prevent  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  and  destruction  of  these  five  sites  by 
reducing  surface  disturbances. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  these  five  sites. 

Surface  disturbances  on  approximately  five 
acres  from  the  development  of  one  underground 
mine  (on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights)  could 
destroy  the  integrity  of  one  or  more  of  these  five 
sites. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  site  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and 
site  destruction  at  five  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  sites  by  precluding  three  mineral  explo- 
ration programs. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  could  cause  site  destruction  at  one  or 
more  of  these  five  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  and 
Riparian  Habitats 

The  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  place  1 0,900  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  and  530  acres  of  riparian  habitat 
within  the  WSA  under  wilderness  designation. 
Within  the  designated  area,  these  habitats  would 
benefit  from  the  prevention  of  habitat  loss  re- 
sulting from  surface  disturbance:  Wilderness  des- 
ignation would  preclude  three  general  mineral 
exploration  programs  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  and  riparian  habitat,  thus  preventing 
approximately  three  acres  of  surface  disturbance. 

The  530  acres  of  riparian  habitat  would  benefit 
from  rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill  Willi- 
ams River. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  three  acres  of  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat  and  riparian  habitat  by 
precluding  three  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams. 

Rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  benefit  the  530  acres  of  riparian  hab- 
itat within  the  designated  area. 
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Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  three  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  mon- 
ster and  western  yellow-billed  cuckoo  by  preclud- 
ing surface  disturbances  from  three  general  min- 
eral exploration  programs  within  the  15,755  -acre 
designated  area. 

Habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  Monster 
could  be  lost  as  the  result  of  approximately  five 
acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  one  under- 
ground mining  operation  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights. 

Habitat  for  the  yellow-billed  cuckoo  would  ben- 
efit from  the  rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill 
Williams  River. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  three  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  mon- 
sterand  western  yellow-billed  cuckoo  by  preclud- 
ing surface  disturbances  from  three  mineral 
exploration  programs. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately five  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  within  the  area. 

Rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  benefit  yellow-billed  cuckoo  habitat 
within  the  area. 


Area  Recommended  for  Uses 
Other  Than  Wilderness 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Wilderness  values  on  the  25,935-acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  returned  to  other  resource  uses  would 
not  receive  the  management  protection  provided 
by  wilderness  designation.  Overthe  long  term,  wil- 
derness values  in  certain  areas  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use, 
pipeline  construction,  mineral  exploration,  min- 
ing operations  and  realignment  of  a  small  seg- 
ment of  race  course. 

Naturalness 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  6.5  acres  by  removing  surface 


vegetation  and  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term  the  nat- 
ural character  of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased  im- 
pacts of  the  exploration  programs. 

Three  moderate  sized  surface  mines  and  two 
small  underground  mines  would  be  developed 
and  supported  by  2.75  miles  of  access  road.  All 
of  these  mines  would  be  in  drainages  within  the 
Buckskin  Mountains,  near  the  western  and 
southern  boundariesof  the  WSA.  Mining,  process- 
ing, storage  of  tailings  and  road  construction  for 
these  mines  would  directly  impair  naturalness  on 
a  total  of  approximately  910  acres  by  removing 
surface  soils  and  vegetation  and  recontouring  the 
landscape.  During  the  life  of  the  mining  opera- 
tions, the  disturbances  would  involve  mine  tun- 
nels, pits,  structures,  motorized  equipment,  tail- 
ings piles  and  access  roads.  Following 
abandonment  of  the  operations  and  reclamation, 
the  disturbances  would  involve  only  areas  around 
the  pits  and  tunnels  (covering  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 240  acres  around  the  pits  and  not  more 
than  one  acre  each  around  the  tunnels).  The  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or 
impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  operations 
on  approximately  9,150  acres  —  where  the  oper- 
ations would  be  visible  within  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  (3.6 
acres)  of  cherrystemmed  vehicle  ways  within  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natural- 
ness. With  continued  motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehi- 
cle ways  would  not  revegetate  or  recontour 
through  natural  processes.  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  consequently  be 
impaired  over  approximately  300  acres  —  imme- 
diate area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area  from 
which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

Realignment  of  1 .25  miles  of  the  Parker  400  race 
course  parallel  to  and  within  the  southern  bound- 
ary of  the  WSA  would  impair  naturalness  on  three 
acres  by  removing  vegetation  and  surface  soils. 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
impaired  over  approximately  300  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  this  part  of  the  course  would  be  vis- 
ible. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  475  to  700  VDY  would  not  affect  natu- 
ralness within  the  area,  as  all  of  this  use  would  be 
physically  confined  to  narrow  drainages. 

Construction  of  seven  miles  of  pipeline  in  por- 
tions of  a  one-mile-wide  corridor  that  overlap  the 
area's  northeastern  boundary  would  impair  natu- 
ralness on  17.5  acres  by  removing  vegetation  and 
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surface  soils.  The  surface  disturbances  in  this 
area  would  result  from  the  operation  of  motorized 
equipment.  In  addition,  the  visibility  of  the  surface 
disturbance  would  impair  the  visitor's  perception 
of  naturalness  over  an  area  of  approximately 
2,240  acres  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 


Solitude 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
around  6.5  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longer  than  one 
month  for  each  exploration  program. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  nondesignated  area,  sights  and  sounds 
from  the  development  and  operation  of  three  sur- 
face mines,  two  underground  mines  and  2.75 
miles  of  access  road  would  result  in  a  loss  of  sol- 
itude. This  loss  would  be  noticeable  on  the  910 
acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations  and  on 
approximately  9,1 50  acres  immediately  surround- 
ing the  operations,  and  would  continue  for  the  life 
of  the  mines.  The  sights  and  sounds  associated 
with  the  mines  would  include  noise  and  dust  from 
motorized  equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and 
human  activity  at  the  operations  and  along  the 
access  roads.  The  rugged  system  of  drainages 
and  ridges  in  the  Buckskin  Mountains  would  effec- 
tively screen  these  mines  from  visitors  over  most 
of  the  area. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  three  miles  of  cherrystemmed  vehicle 
ways  and  2.75  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue 
to  impair  opportunities  for  solitude.  Visitors 
would  see  or  hear  the  motorized  vehicles  that  use 
these  ways  and  roads  on  approximately  600  acres 
within  the  nondesignated  area. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  1 .25  miles  of  the  realigned  Parker  400  race 
course  (within  the  southern  boundary  of  the 
WSA)  would  also  impair  opportunities  for  soli- 
tude. Visitors  would  see  or  hear  the  motorized 
vehicles  that  would  use  this  course  on  approxi- 
mately 300  acres  of  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  475  to  700  VDY  and  an  increase  of  50 
VDY  in  nonmotorized  recreation  use  would 
increase  the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other 
recreationists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  area. 

Pipeline  construction  and  maintenance  activi- 
ties in  the  corridor  along  the  northeast  edge  of  the 


WSA  would  periodically  impair  opportunities  for 
solitude.  Wilderness  users  would  be  likely  to  see 
or  hear  motorized  equipment  and  work  crews 
within  a  2,240-acre  area  adjacent  to  the  pipeline 
during  construction  and  maintenance  periods. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  6.5  acres  —  the  result  of  mechanical 
equipment  operation  and  the  presence  of  explo- 
ration teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 910  acres  in  drainages  within  the  Buck- 
skin Mountains  because  of  mineral  development 
on  five  mines.  This  loss  would  continue  for  the  life 
of  the  mining  operations.  Sights  and  sounds  asso- 
ciated with  development  and  operation  of  the  five 
mines  and  2.75  miles  of  vehicle  access  would 
impair  primitive  and  unconfined  recreational 
opportunities  on  approximately  9, 150  acres  imme- 
diately surrounding  the  mining  operations.  These 
impacts  would  primarily  affect  opportunities  for 
day  hiking,  photography,  horseback  riding  and 
sightseeing  in  the  Buckskin  Mountains. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  cher- 
rystemmed vehicle  ways  would  continue  to  impair 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ation due  to  visitor  encounters  with  motorized 
vehicles  within  this  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  1.25  miles  of  the 
realigned  Parker  400  race  course  would  impair 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ation by  increasing  the  possibility  of  visitor 
encounters  with  motorized  vehicles  within  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  475  to  700  VDY  would  increase  the  like- 
lihood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 

Pipeline  construction  and  maintenance  activi- 
ties and  their  associated  motorized  equipment 
usage  would  impair  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  by  causing  visitor 
encounters  with  work  crews  and  motorized  equip- 
ment on  approximately  2,240  acres  near  the  pow- 
erline.  Such  impacts  would  be  temporary  in 
nature,  with  the  maintenance  activities  usually 
covering  less  than  one  week  per  year. 
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Special  Features 

Impacts  on  cultural  resource  sites  and  the  des- 
ert tortoise  and  Gila  monster  are  described  respec- 
tively in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Cultural  Re- 
sources and  Special  Status  Wildlife  Species  for 
this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  the  development  of  three  sur- 
face mines  and  two  underground  mines  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  soli- 
tude and  primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 9,150  acres  (35  percent  of  the  nondesig- 
nated  portion  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  cher- 
rystemmed  vehicle  ways,  2.75  miles  of  mine  roads 
and  1.25  miles  of  realigned  race  course  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a  total 
of  approximately  900  acres  (three  percent  of  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA).  The  pro- 
jected increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  from 
475  to  700  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Pipeline  construction  and  maintenance  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  soli- 
tude and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately 
2,240  acres  (nine  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Realignment  of  1 .25  miles  of  the  Parker  400  race 
course  would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natu- 
ralness on  approximately  300  acres. 

A  projected  increase  of  50  VDY  in  nonmoto- 
rized  recreation  use  would  reduce  opportunities 
for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

The  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  allow  mineral  entry  on  17,865  acres 
of  public  land. 

An  additional  8,070  acres  of  nonfederal  mineral 
estate  would  be  included  in  the  area.  (See  Ap- 
pendix E.) 

It  is  estimated  that  three  comprehensive  min- 
eral exploration  programs  (covering  a  total  of 
approximately  6.5  acres)  would  occur,  and  that 
three  surface  mines  and  two  underground  mines 
(covering  a  total  of  approximately  910  acres) 
would  be  developed  in  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA.  Because  of  these  mining  activities, 
the  area's  potential  mineral  resources  would  be 
fully  evaluated  and  developed. 

Conclusion:  Potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be 
fully  evaluated  in  three  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  developed  at  five  projected  mines. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways,  2.75  miles 
of  mine  roads  and  1.25  miles  of  realigned  race 
course  on  25,935  acres  would  be  available  for 
motorized  recreation  use.  Because  of  regional 
population  growth,  BLM  estimates  that  motorized 
recreation  use  would  increase  to  700  VDY  from 
475  VDY.  This  47  percent  increase  would  lessen 
motorized  recreation  opportunities  due  to  over- 
crowding on  heavy  use  periods. 

Conclusion:  A  47  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  would  impair  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  on  the  three  miles  of  ve- 
hicle ways,  2.75  miles  of  mine  roads  and  1.25 
miles  of  realigned  race  course  in  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  operations  at  three  surface  mines  and 
two  underground  mines  would  impair  nonmoto- 
rized recreation  opportunitiesonatotal  of  approx- 
imately 9,150  acres  —  including  the  910  acres 
occupied  by  the  mines  and  the  surrounding  area 
subject  to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  the  mining 
operations.  Temporary  impairment  would  also 
result  from  three  mineral  exploration  programs  in 
the  area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation  use. 
Nonmotorized  recreationists  would  be  subjected 
to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  recreation 
use,  especially  along  the  three  miles  of  vehicle 
ways,  2.75  miles  of  new  mine  road  and  1 .25  miles 
of  realigned  race  course.  An  estimated  900  acres 
would  be  affected  —  the  area  on  and  adjacent  to 
the  vehicle  routes,  where  motorized  vehicles 
could  be  seen  and  heard  by  nonmotorized  recrea- 
tionists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  47  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Construction  and  maintenance  activities  along 
the  new  seven-mile  section  of  pipeline  would 
occasionally  disturb  nonmotorized  recreation 
opportunities  across  approximately  2,240  acres 
because  of  the  operation  of  motorized  equipment. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  impaired  across  a  total  of 
approximately  9,150  acres  (35  percent  of  the  non- 


332 


ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 


designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  three  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  the  development  of 
three  surface  mines  and  two  underground  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 900  acres  (three  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle 
ways,  2.75  miles  of  mine  roads  and  1.25  miles  of 
realigned  race  course.  These  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  47  percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 2,240  acres  by  pipeline  construction  and 
maintenance  activities. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  certain  uses  and  activities  in  the  por- 
tion of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness  could 
have  an  adverse  effect  on  five  known  potentially 
eligible  National  Registers\tes.  The  usesand  activ- 
ities which  could  impact  the  integrity  of  these  cul- 
tural resource  sites  are 

—  increased  visitation  by  motorized  and  non- 
motorized  recreation  users  (including  hunt- 
ers and  hikers),  who  could  impact  these  sites 
by  various  forms  of  site  use  ranging  from  cas- 
ual disturbance  to  vandalism  or  destruction. 

—  mining  activities,  including  exploration  and 
the  excavation  of  less  than  five  acres  (without 
the  benefit  of  a  cultural  resource  evaluation 
as  required  by  a  plan  of  operation  for  larger 
acreages),  which  could  damage  or  destroy 
these  sites  by  surface  disturbance. 

—  construction  of  seven  miles  of  pipeline,  which 
could  destroy  the  integrity  of  the  sites  by  sur- 
face disturbance. 

In  addition,  surface  disturbances  on  approxi- 
mately 910  acres  from  the  development  of  five 
mines  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  one  or  more 
of  these  five  sites. 

Conclusion:  Five  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister sites  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism,  and  site  destruction 
resulting  from  increased  visitation  by  recreation 
users,  and  by  surface  disturbance  resulting  from 
mineral  exploration,  the  development  of  five 
mines  and  construction  of  seven  miles  of  pipeline. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  and 
Riparian  Habitats 

If  25,935  acres  are  returned  to  other  resource 
uses,  10,640  acres  of  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  within  the  WSA  would  not  have  the  protec- 
tion wilderness  designation  would  provide.  As  a 
result,  some  of  this  habitat  would  be  lost  because 
of  surface  disturbances  from  pipeline  construc- 
tion: The  construction  of  seven  miles  of  pipeline 
would  disturb  approximately  17.5  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  (3.6  acres)  would  not  revegetate 
because  of  continued  motorized  recreation  use. 
As  a  result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that 
is  affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be 
rehabilitated. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  construc- 
tion of  seven  miles  of  pipeline  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  17.5  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  rehabilita- 
tion of  3.6  acres  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  three  general  min- 
eral exploration  programs,  the  development  of 
three  surface  mines  and  two  underground  mines, 
realignment  of  1.25  miles  of  the  Parker  400  race 
course  and  construction  of  seven  miles  of  pipe- 
line within  the  nondesignated  area  could  cause  a 
loss  of  habitatforthedeserttortoiseand  Gila  mon- 
ster by  directly  disturbing  a  total  of  approximately 
935.5  acres. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways,  2.75  miles  of  mine  roads  and  1 .25  miles 
of  realigned  race  course  would  continue  to  occa- 
sionally result  in  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals  being  crushed  by  vehicles.  The  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  Monster  individuals  would  be 
crushed  along  vehicle  ways,  mine  roads  and  rea- 
ligned race  course  in  the  foothill  portions  of  the 
area.  In  addition,  desert  tortoise  individuals  and 
their  burrows  (which  are  concentrated  in  wash 
areas)  would  be  crushed  in  washes  that  are  acces- 
sible to  motorized  vehicles. 
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Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  three  min- 
eral exploration  programs,  the  development  of 
three  surface  mines  and  two  underground  mines, 
realignment  of  1 .25  miles  of  race  course  and  con- 
struction of  seven  miles  of  pipeline  would  result 
in  the  loss  of  approximately  935.5  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  mon- 
ster within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways,  2.75  miles  of  mine  roads  and  1 .25  miles 
of  realigned  race  course  would  continue  to  occa- 
sionally crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals  and  their  burrows. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  on  portions  of  the  WSA 
would  be  disturbed  by  mineral  development, 
motorized  recreation  use  and  pipeline  construc- 
tion. 


Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

Thedevelopmentofsix  mines,  continued  motor- 
ized recreation  use  and  construction  of  a  new 
pipeline  would  disturb  the  naturalness  of  the  area 
in  the  long  term. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

The  minerals  mined  would  be  used  up  and  irre- 
versibly lost  to  future  use. 

Wilderness  values  would  be  irretrievably  lost  on 
915  acres  developed  for  minerals  and  on  17.5 
acres  disturbed  for  pipeline  construction. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
41,690  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-17B). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  Alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  41,690  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas  because 
motorized  recreation  use,  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams, pipeline  construction  and  realignment  of 
a  race  course  would  be  precluded.  Three  under- 
ground mines  and  three  surface  mines,  on  mining 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights,  would  be  devel- 
oped within  the  wilderness  in  a  manner  affecting 
wilderness  values  —  however,  this  use  would 
occur  under  all  alternatives. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  three  general  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  would  benefit  the  preservation  of 
natural  values  on  approximately  9.5  acres  by  pre- 
venting soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized 
equipment. 

Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road 
construction  for  three  surface  mines  and  three 
underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  directly  impair  naturalness  on  a  total 
of  approximately  915  acres  by  removing  surface 
soils  and  vegetation,  and  recontouring  the  land- 
scape. All  of  these  mines  would  be  in  drainages 
within  the  Buckskin  Mountains.  During  the  life  of 
the  mining  operations,  the  disturbances  would 
involve  mine  pits  and  tunnels,  structures,  motor- 
ized equipment,  tailings  piles  and  access  roads. 
Following  abandonment  of  the  operations  and  rec- 
lamation, the  disturbances  would  involve  only 
areas  around  the  pits  and  tunnels  (covering  a  total 
of  approximately  240  acres  around  the  pits,  and 
not  more  than  one  acre  each  around  the  tunnels). 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
lost  or  impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  oper- 
ations on  approximately  9,190  acres  —  where  the 
operations  would  be  visible  within  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  (3.6  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit  the 
wilderness  value  of  natu  ral  ness.  Without  motor  ve- 
hicle use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revegetate  and 
recontour  through  natural  processes.  The  visit- 
or's perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  300  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

Precluding  realignment  of  1.25  miles  of  the 
Parker400  race  course  within  thesouthem  bound- 
ary of  the  WSA  would  preserve  the  wilderness 
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value  of  naturalness  on  approximately  three  acres 
by  preventing  the  soil  and  vegetation  removal  that 
would  result  from  motorized  recreation  use  along 
the  course. 

Rehabilitation  of  six  miles  of  riparian  habitat 
along  the  Bill  Williams  River  would  enhance  the 
natural  character  of  approximately  530  acres  in 
the  WSA.  Temporary  disturbances  to  the  area's 
naturalness  would  occur  when  tree  planting  is 
assisted  by  motorized  equipment. 

Precluding  pipelineconstruction  within  the  por- 
tions of  a  utility  corridor  that  overlap  the  northeast- 
ern boundary  of  the  WSA  would  maintain  the  wil- 
derness value  of  naturalness.  Seven  miles  of 
pipeline  would  not  be  installed,  and  approxi- 
mately 17.5  acres  of  vegetation  and  soil  disturb- 
ances from  motorized  equipment  would  not  occur 
within  the  corridor. 


possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  — 
especially  along  the  Bill  Williams  River  and  in  the 
interior  drainages  of  the  mountains. 

Rehabilitation  of  six  miles  of  riparian  habitat 
along  the  Bill  Williams  River  would  enhance  the 
opportunities  for  solitude  on  approximately  530 
acres  in  the  WSA  by  providing  more  vegetation 
cover.  Temporary  disturbances  to  solitude  would 
occur  when  tree  planting  is  assisted  by  motorized 
equipment. 

Precluding  pipeline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  in  the  portions  of  the  utility  cor- 
ridor that  overlap  the  area's  northeastern  bound- 
ary would  maintain  opportunities  for  solitude. 
Wilderness  users  would  not  see  or  hear  the  motor- 
ized equipment  that  is  used  for  these  activities 
within  a  2,240-acre  area  along  to  the  corridor. 


Solitude 

Precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  three  general  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
solitude  during  the  time  when  exploration  would 
otherwise  have  taken  place. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  WSA,  sights  and  sounds  from  the  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  three  underground 
mines,  three  surface  mines  and  3.25  miles  of 
access  road  would  result  in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This 
loss  would  be  noticeable  on  the  915  acres  dis- 
turbed by  mining  operations  and  on  approxi- 
mately 9,190  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
operations,  and  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the 
mines.  The  sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the 
mines  would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motor- 
ized equipment,  vehiculartraffic  and  human  activ- 
ity at  the  operations  and  along  the  access  roads. 
The  rugged  system  of  drainages  and  ridges  in  the 
Buckskin  Mountains  would  effectively  screen 
these  mines  from  visitors  over  most  of  the  area. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  300  acres  of  the 
WSA  presently  subject  to  the  sights  and  sounds 
of  motorized  recreation  use. 

Precluding  realignment  of  1.25  miles  of  the 
Parker400  race  course  within  thesouthern  bound- 
ary of  the  WSA  would  maintain  opportunities  for 
solitude.  Visitors  would  not  encounter  or  hear 
motorized  vehicles  on  the  300  acres  of  the  WSA 
potentially  impacted  by  this  proposal. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  25  to  250  VDY  would  increase  the 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  three  general  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  during  those 
periods  when  such  activity  would  otherwise 
occur. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 915  acres  in  drainages  within  the  Buck- 
skin Mountains  because  of  the  development  of 
three  surface  mines  and  three  underground 
mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights.  This 
loss  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining  oper- 
ations. Sights  and  sounds  associated  with  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  the  six  mines  and  3.25 
miles  of  vehicle  access  would  impair  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreational  opportunities  on  approx- 
imately 9,190  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
mining  operations.  These  impacts  would  primar- 
ily affect  opportunities  for  day  hiking,  photogra- 
phy, horseback  riding  and  sightseeing  in  the  Bill 
Williams  Mountains.  Outstanding  opportunities 
for  day  hiking,  photography,  horseback  riding, 
sightseeing  and  float  boating  would  still  be  avail- 
able over  the  remainder  of  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

Precluding  realignment  of  1.25  miles  of  the 
Parker400  race  course  within  thesouthern  bound- 
ary would  maintain  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  by  eliminating  the  pos- 
sibility of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles within  this  portion  of  the  WSA. 
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View  east  up  Bill  Williams  River,  Swansea  WSA 


Rehabilitation  of  six  miles  of  riparian  habitat 
along  the  Bill  Williams  River  would  enhance 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ation on  approximately  530  acres  in  the  WSA  by 
increasing  vegetation  cover.  Temporary  disturb- 
ances to  primitive  recreation  would  occur  when 
tree  planting  is  assisted  by  motorized  equipment. 

Precluding  pipeline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  maintain  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  prevent- 
ing visitor  encounters  with  motorized  equipment 
and  work  crews  on  approximately  2,240  acres 
along  the  pipeline. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  cultural  resource  sites  and  the  des- 
erttortoiseandGilamonsteraredescribed  respec- 
tively in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Cultural  Re- 
sources and  Special  Status  Wildlife  Species  for 
this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
across  a  total  of  approximately  32,500  acres  (78 
percent  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  three  compre- 
hensive mineral  exploration  programs,  three 
general  mineral  exploration  programs,  realign- 
ment of  1.25  miles  of  race  course  and  construc- 
tion and  maintenance  activities  along  seven  miles 
of  pipeline;  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation 


use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways;  and  by  al- 
lowing the  rehabilitation  of  six  miles  of  riparian 
habitat  along  the  Bill  Williams  River. 

The  development  of  three  surface  mines  and 
three  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights  would  impair  the  wilderness  values 
of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately  9,190 
acres  (22  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  25  to  250  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Tree  planting  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  temporarily  disturb  solitude  and  prim- 
itive recreation  within  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  28,570  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative 
would  result  in  curtailment  of  three  comprehen- 
sive mineral  exploration  programs  and  three 
general  mineral  exploration  programs  (covering 
a  total  of  approximately  9.5  acres).  Because  of 
this  denial  of  exploration  activities,  the  area's 
potential  mineral  resources  would  not  be  fully 
evaluated. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  WSA  are  projected  to  be  developed  at  six 
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mines  (covering  a  total  of  approximately  915 
acres),  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Nonfederal  mineral  estate  on  13,120  acres 
within  the  WSA  would  not  be  affected  by  withdra- 
wal. (See  Appendix  E.) 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  28,570  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  of  mineral 
resources  within  the  WSA  by  curtailing  six  min- 
eral exploration  programs. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  WSA  would  be  developed  at  six  projected 
mines,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  41,690  acres  and  close  three  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this 
area  of  an  estimated  475  VDY  of  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  three  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  within  the  WSA,  some  of  the  displaced 
motorized  recreation  users  could  find  compara- 
ble opportunities  on  nearby  areas  of  public  land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  six  mineral  exploration  programs 
under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  pre- 
serve opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation 
use  within  the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approximately  9,190 
acres  by  sights  and  sounds  from  mining,  construc- 
tion and  traffic  at  six  mines  within  the  area. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  approximately  300  acres  within 
the  WSA  by  eliminating  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motor  vehicles.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activi- 
ties that  would  benefit  from  these  actions  include 
float  boating,  day  hiking,  rockhounding,  back- 
packing, small  game  hunting,  and  trapping. 

Precluding  realignment  of  1.25  miles  of  the 
Parker400  race  course  would  also  preserve  oppor- 
tunities for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  by  elim- 
inating the  possibility  of  sights  and  sounds  from 


motor  vehicles  on  an  additional  300  acres  within 
the  area. 

Precluding  pipeline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  approximately 
2,240  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
on  a  total  of  approximately  32,500  acres  (78  per- 
cent of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  six  mineral  explo- 
ration programs,  construction  and  maintenance 
activities  along  seven  miles  of  pipeline,  and  rea- 
lignment of  1 .25  miles  of  race  course;  and  by  elim- 
inating motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles 
of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately  9,190 
acres  by  the  development  of  six  mines  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  ten  known  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  sites  by: 

—  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  within  the  WSA, 

—  precluding  six  mineral  exploration  programs, 
and 

—  precluding  construction  of  seven  miles  of 
pipeline. 

The  prohibition  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  restrict  public  access  to  these  ten  sites,  and 
the  preclusion  of  mineral  exploration  activities 
and  pipeline  construction  activities  would  reduce 
surface  disturbances  which  may  otherwise 
impact  these  sites.  Together  these  measures 
would  help  prevent  casual  disturbance,  vandal- 
ism and  destruction  of  the  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  these  ten  sites. 

Surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 915  acres  from  the  development  of  six 
mines  (on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights)  could 
destroy  the  integrity  of  one  or  more  of  these  ten 
sites. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  ten  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  sites  by  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  by  preclud- 
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ing  six  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  con- 
struction of  seven  miles  of  pipeline  within  the 
WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
six  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights 
could  cause  site  destruction  at  one  or  more  of 
these  ten  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  and 
Riparian  Habitats 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  afford  wil- 
derness protection  for  21 ,540  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  and  530  acres  of  riparian  hab- 
itat within  the  WSA. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  and  riparian  hab- 
itat within  the  WSA  would  benefit  from:  1 )  the  pre- 
vention of  habitat  loss  resulting  from  surface  dis- 
turbance, and  2)  the  long-term  rehabilitation  of 
habitat  through  revegetation  of  existing  surface 
disturbance.  The  curtailment  of  three  general  min- 
eral exploration  programs  in  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  would  prevent  surface  disturbance 
on  approximately  three  acres.  Precluding  con- 
struction of  seven  miles  of  pipeline  in  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  would  prevent  surface  disturb- 
ance on  another  17.5  acres.  Closing  three  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  within  the  habitat  area  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  would  result  in  revegetation 
of  3.6  acres  of  existing  surface  disturbance. 

The  530  acres  of  riparian  habitat  would  benefit 
from  rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill  Willi- 
ams River. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  21.5  acres  of  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface 
disturbances  from  three  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  the  construction  of  seven  miles  of  pipe- 
line. It  would  also  allow  the  rehabilitation  of  exist- 
ing surface  disturbance  on  3.6  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  closing  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  benefit  the  530  acres  of  riparian  hab- 
itat within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approx- 


imately 28.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster  and  western  yellow- 
billed  cuckoo  by  precluding  9.5  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  from  six  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams, 1.5  acres  of  surface  disturbance  the  rea- 
lignment of  1.25  miles  of  the  Parker  400  race 
course,  and  17.5  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
from  construction  seven  miles  of  pipeline. 

Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  would  provide  further  protec- 
tion for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by 
minimizing  the  potential  of  individuals  and  bur- 
rows being  crushed  by  vehicles. 

Habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
could  be  lost  as  the  result  of  approximately  915 
acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  three  surface 
mining  operations  and  three  underground  mining 
operations  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Habitat  for  the  yellow-billed  cuckoo  would  ben- 
efit from  the  rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill 
Williams  River. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  28.5  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster 
and  western  yellow-billed  cuckoo  by  precluding 
surface  disturbances  from  six  mineral  exploration 
programs,  realignment  of  1.25  miles  of  race 
course  and  construction  of  seven  miles  of  pipe- 
line. It  would  also  minimize  the  potential  for  motor 
vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  mon- 
ster individuals  and  their  burrows  by  closing  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  benefit  yellow-billed  cuckoo  habitat 
within  the  WSA. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
six  mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights 
would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  915 
acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise 
and  Gila  monster  within  the  area. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return 
41,690  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-1 7B). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  none  of 
the  wilderness  values  in  the  WSA  would  receive 
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the  management  protection  provided  by  wilder- 
ness designation.  Over  the  long  term,  wilderness 
values  in  certain  areas  would  be  adversely 
impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use,  mineral  ex- 
ploration, six  anticipated  mining  ventures,  pipe- 
line construction  and  realignment  of  a  small  seg- 
ment of  a  race  course. 


Naturalness 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  three  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  9.5  acres  by  removing  vegeta- 
tion and  surface  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term  the  nat- 
ural character  of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased 
impacts  of  the  exploration  programs. 

Three  moderate  sized  surface  mines  and  three 
small  underground  mines  would  be  developed 
and  supported  by  3.25  miles  of  access  road.  All 
of  these  mines  would  be  in  drainages  within  the 
Buckskin  Mountains.  Mining,  processing,  storage 
of  tailings  and  road  construction  for  these  mines 
would  directly  impair  naturalness  on  a  total  of 
approximately  915  acres  by  removing  surface 
soils  and  vegetation  and  recontouring  the  land- 
scape. During  the  life  of  the  mining  operations, 
the  disturbances  would  involve  mine  tunnels  and 
pits,  structures,  motorized  equipment,  tailings 
piles  and  access  roads.  Following  abandonment 
of  the  operations  and  reclamation,  the  disturb- 
ances would  involve  only  a  small  area  around  the 
pits  and  tunnels  (covering  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 240  acres  around  the  pits  and  not  more 
than  one  acre  each  around  the  tunnels).  The  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or 
impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  operations 
on  approximately  9,190  acres  —  where  the  oper- 
ations would  be  visible  within  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  three  miles  (3.6 
acres)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natural- 
ness. With  continued  motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehi- 
cle ways  would  not  revegetate  or  recontour 
through  natural  processes.  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  consequently  be 
impaired  over  approximately  300  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

Realignment  of  1.25  miles  of  the  Parker  400  race 
course  parallel  to  and  within  the  southern  bound- 
ary of  the  WSA  would  impair  naturalness  on  three 
acres  by  removing  vegetation  and  surface  soils. 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
impaired  over  approximately  300  acres  —  the 


immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  course  would  be  visible. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  475  to  950  VDY  would  not  affect  natu- 
ralness within  the  area,  as  all  of  this  use  would  be 
physically  confined  to  narrow  drainages. 

Rehabilitation  of  six  miles  of  riparian  habitat 
along  the  Bill  Williams  River  would  enhance  the 
natural  character  of  approximately  530  acres  in 
the  WSA.  Temporary  disturbances  to  the  areas 
naturalness  would  occur  when  tree  planting  is 
assisted  by  motorized  equipment. 

Construction  of  seven  miles  of  buried  pipeline 
of  in  portions  of  the  one-mile-wide  corridor  that 
overlap  the  area's  northeastern  boundary  would 
impair  naturalness  on  approximately  17.5  acres 
by  removing  vegetation  and  surface  soils.  The  sur- 
face disturbances  in  this  area  would  result  from 
the  operation  of  motorized  equipment.  In  addi- 
tion, the  visibility  of  the  surface  disturbance 
would  impair  the  visitor's  perception  of  natural- 
ness over  an  area  of  approximately  2,240  acres 
within  the  WSA. 


Solitude 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  three  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
around  9.5  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longer  than  one 
month  for  each  exploration  program. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  WSA,  sights  and  sounds  from  the  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  six  mines  and  3.25  miles 
of  access  road  would  result  in  a  loss  of  solitude. 
Th  is  loss  would  be  noticeable  on  the  91 5  acres  dis- 
turbed by  mining  operations  and  on  approxi- 
mately 9,190  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
operations,  and  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the 
mines.  The  sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the 
mines  would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motor- 
ized equipment,  vehiculartrafficand  human  activ- 
ity at  the  operations  and  along  the  access  roads. 
The  rugged  system  of  drainages  and  ridges  in  the 
Buckskin  Mountains  would  effectively  screen 
these  mines  from  visitors  in  other  areas  of  the 
WSA. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  3.25  miles 
of  mine  road  would  continue  to  impair  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Visitors  would  see  or  hear  the 
motorized  vehicles  that  use  these  ways  and  roads 
on  approximately  600  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  1.25  miles  of  the 
realigned   Parker  400  race  course  (within  the 
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southern  boundary  of  the  WSA)  would  impair 
opportunities  for  solitude.  Visitors  would  see  or 
hear  motorized  vehicles  along  this  course  on 
approximately  300  acres  of  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increases  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  475  to  950  VDY  and  in  nonmoto- 
rized  recreation  use  from  25  to  50  VDY  would 
increase  the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other 
recreationists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  area. 

Rehabilitation  of  six  miles  of  riparian  habitat 
along  the  Bill  Williams  River  would  enhance  the 
opportunities  for  solitude  on  approximately  530 
acres  in  the  WSA  by  providing  additional  vegeta- 
tion cover.  Temporary  disturbances  to  solitude 
would  occurwhentreeplantingisassisted  by  vehi- 
cles and  other  motorized  equipment. 

Pipeline  construction  and  maintenance  activi- 
ties in  the  utility  corridor  along  the  northeastern 
edge  of  the  WSA  would  periodically  impair  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude.  Wilderness  users  would  be 
likely  to  see  or  hear  motorized  equipment  and 
work  crews  within  the  2,240-acre  area  adjacent  to 
the  pipeline  during  construction  and  mainte- 
nance periods. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  and  three  general  mineral  exploration 
programs  would  temporarily  impair  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  9.5  acres  —  the  result  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 915  acres  in  drainages  within  the  Buck- 
skin Mountains  because  of  mineral  development 
on  six  mines.  This  loss  would  continue  for  the  life 
of  the  mining  operations.  Sights  and  sounds  asso- 
ciated with  development  and  operation  of  the  six 
mines  and  3.25  miles  of  vehicle  access  would 
impair  primitive  and  unconfined  recreational 
opportunities  on  approximately  9, 190  acres  imme- 
diately surrounding  the  mining  operations.  These 
impacts  would  primarily  affect  opportunities  for 
day  hiking,  photography,  horseback  riding  and 
sightseeing  in  the  Buckskin  Mountains. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  3.25  miles  of  mine  road  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  due  to  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  1.25  miles  of  the 
realigned  Parker  400  race  course  would  impair 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 


ation by  increasing  the  possibility  of  visitor 
encounters  with  motorized  vehicles  within  the 
WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  475  to  950  VDY  would  increase  the  like- 
lihood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  the  WSA. 

Rehabilitation  of  six  miles  of  riparian  habitat 
along  the  Bill  Williams  River  would  enhance 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recre- 
ation on  approximately  530  acres  in  the  WSA  by 
increasing  vegetation  cover.  Temporary  disturb- 
ances to  primitive  recreation  would  occur  when 
tree  planting  is  assisted  by  motorized  equipment. 

Pipeline  construction  and  maintenance  activi- 
ties and  their  associated  motorized  equipment 
usage  would  impair  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  by  causing  visitor 
encounters  with  work  crews  and  motorized  equip- 
ment on  approximately  2,240  acres  near  the  pipe- 
line. Such  impacts  would  be  temporary  in  nature, 
with  maintenance  activities  usually  covering  less 
than  one  week  per  year. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  cultural  resource  sites  and  the  des- 
erttortoise  and  Gila  monsterare  described  respec- 
tively in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Cultural  Re- 
sources and  Special  Status  Wildlife  Species  for 
this  alternative. 

Conclusion: Three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs,  three  general  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  the  development  of  three  sur- 
face mines  and  three  underground  mines  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  soli- 
tude and  primitive  recreation  opportunities  on  a 
total  of  approximately  9,190  acres  (22  percent  of 
the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  cher- 
rystemmed  vehicle  ways,  3.25  miles  of  mine  roads 
and  1.25  miles  of  realigned  race  course  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a  total 
of  approximately  900  acres  (two  percent  of  the 
WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  475  to  700  VDY  would  further 
impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  opportu- 
nities in  this  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately  2,240 
acres  (five  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Realignment  of  1 .25  miles  of  the  Parker  400  race 
course  would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of 
naturalness  on  approximately  300  acres. 


340 


ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 


Tree  planting  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  temporarily  disturb  solitude  and  prim- 
itive recreation  opportunities  within  the  area. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  25  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

The  rehabilitation  of  six  miles  of  riparian  habitat 
along  the  Bill  Williams  River  would  enhance  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  approxi- 
mately 530  acres  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  28,570 
acres  of  public  land  in  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  entry  under  the  general  mining 
laws. 

An  additional  13,120  acres  of  nonfederal  min- 
eral estate  would  be  included  in  the  WSA.  (See 
Appendix  E.) 

It  is  estimated  that  three  comprehensive  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  three  general  min- 
eral exploration  programs  (covering  a  total  of 
approximately  9.5  acres)  would  occur.and  that 
three  surface  mines  and  three  underground 
mines  (covering  a  total  of  approximately  915 
acres)  would  eventually  be  developed  within  the 
WSA.  Because  of  these  mining  activities,  the 
area's  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  fully 
evaluated  and  developed. 

Conclusion:  Potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  WSA  would  be  fully  evaluated  in  six  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  developed  at  six  pro- 
jected mines. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways,  3.25  miles  of  new  mine  road 
and  1 .25  miles  of  realigned  race  course  on  41 ,690 
acres  would  be  available  for  motorized  recreation 
use.  Because  of  regional  population  growth,  BLM 
estimates  that  motorized  recreation  use  would 
increase  to  950  VDY  from  475  VDY.  This  100  per- 
cent increase  would  periodically  lessen  the  qual- 
ity of  motorized  recreation  opportunities  due  to 
overcrowding  on  heavy  use  periods. 

Conclusion:  A  100  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  would  periodically  impair  opportu- 
nities for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways,  3.25  miles  of  mine  roads 
and  1.25  miles  of  realigned  race  course  in  the 
WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  opera- 
tions at  three  surface  mines  and  three  under- 
ground mines  would  impair  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation opportunities  on  a  total  of  approximately 
9,190  acres,  including  the  915  acres  occupied  by 
the  mines  and  the  surrounding  area  subject  to  the 
sights  and  sounds  of  the  mining  operations.  Tem- 
porary impairment  would  also  result  from  six  min- 
eral exploration  programs  in  the  area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation 
use.  Nonmotorized  recreationists  would  be  sub- 
jected to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  rec- 
reational use,  especially  along  the  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways,  3.25  miles  of  new  mine  roads  and 
1.25  miles  of  realigned  race  course.  An  estimated 
900  acres  would  be  affected  —  the  area  on  and 
adjacent  to  the  vehicle  ways  where  motorized  vehi- 
cles could  be  seen  and  heard  by  nonmotorized 
recreationists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  100  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Construction  and  maintenance  activities  along 
the  new  seven-mile  section  of  pipeline  would 
require  use  of  motorized  equipment,  which  would 
occasionally  impair  nonmotorized  recreation 
opportunities  across  approximately  2,240  acres 
within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 9,190  acres  (22  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
six  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  develop- 
ment of  three  surface  mines  and  three  under- 
ground mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 900  acres  (two  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle 
ways,  3.25  miles  of  mine  roads  and  1.25  miles  of 
realigned  race  course.  These  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  100  percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 2,240  acres  by  pipeline  construction  and 
maintenance  activities. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  certain 
uses  and  activities  could  have  an  adverse  effect 
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on  ten  known  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister sites.  The  uses  and  activities  which  could 
impact  the  integrity  of  these  cultural  resource 
sites  are  - 

—  increased  visitation  by  motorized  and  non- 
motorized  recreation  users  (including  hunt- 
ers and  hikers),  who  could  impact  these  sites 
by  various  forms  of  site  use  ranging  from  cas- 
ual disturbance  to  vandalism  or  destruction. 

—  mining  activities,  including  exploration  and 
the  excavation  of  less  than  five  acres  (without 
the  benefit  of  a  cultural  resource  evaluation 
as  required  by  a  plan  of  operation  for  larger 
acreages),  which  could  damage  or  destroy 
these  sites  by  surface  disturbance. 

—  construction  of  seven  miles  of  pipeline,  which 
could  destroy  the  integrity  of  the  sites  by  sur- 
face disturbance. 

In  addition,  surface  disturbances  on  approxi- 
mately 915  acres  from  the  development  of  six 
mines  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  one  or  more 
of  these  ten  sites. 

Conc/us/on: Ten  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister sites  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  and  sitedestruction  result- 
ing from  increased  visitation  by  recreation  users, 
and  by  surface  disturbances  resulting  from  min- 
eral exploration,  the  development  of  six  mines 
and  construction  of  seven  miles  of  pipeline. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  and 
Riparian  Habitats 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  21,540 
acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  and  530 
acres  of  riparian  habitat  within  the  WSA  would  not 
have  the  protection  wilderness  designation  would 
provide.  As  a  result,  some  of  these  habitats  would 
be  lost  because  of  surface  disturbances  from 
mining  activities  and  pipeline  construction.  Three 
general  mineral  exploration  programs  would  dis- 
turb approximately  three  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat.  The  loss  of  habitat  from  these  dis- 
turbances would  persist  until  the  operations  are 
abandoned  and  fully  rehabilitated.  The  construc- 
tion of  seven  miles  of  pipeline  would  disturb  an 
additional  1 7.5  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  hab- 
itat. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  (3.6  acres)  would  not  revegetate 
because  of  continued  motorized  recreation  use. 
As  a  result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that 
is  affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be 
rehabilitated. 


The  530  acres  of  riparian  habitat  would  benefit 
from  rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill  Willi- 
ams River. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  three  min- 
eral exploration  programs  would  result  in  the  loss 
of  approximately  three  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  rehabilita- 
tion of  3.6  acres  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  benefit  the  530  acres  of  riparian  hab- 
itat within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  three  comprehen- 
sive mineral  exploration  programs,  three  general 
mineral  exploration  programs,  the  development 
of  three  surface  mines  and  three  underground 
mines,  realignment  of  1 .25  miles  of  the  Parker  400 
race  course  and  construction  of  seven  miles  of 
pipeline  within  the  WSA  could  cause  a  loss  of  hab- 
itat for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster  and 
yellow-billed  cuckoo  by  directly  disturbing  a  total 
of  approximately  943.5  acres  of  habitat. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways,  3.25  miles  of  mine  roads  and  1.25  miles 
of  realigned  race  course  would  continue  to  occa- 
sionally result  in  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals  being  crushed  by  vehicles.  The  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  would  be 
crushed  along  vehicle  ways,  mine  roads  and  rea- 
ligned race  course  in  the  foothill  portions  of  the 
area.  In  addition,  desert  tortoise  individuals  and 
their  burrows  (which  are  concentrated  in  wash 
areas)  would  be  crushed  in  washes  that  are  acces- 
sible to  motorized  vehicles. 

Habitat  for  the  yellow-billed  cuckoo  would  ben- 
efit from  the  rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill 
Williams  River. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  six  min- 
eral exploration  programs,  the  development  of  six 
mines,  realignment  of  1.25  miles  of  race  course 
and  construction  of  seven  miles  of  pipeline  would 
result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  943.5  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  mon- 
ster and  western  yellow-billed  cuckoo  within  the 
area.  Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways,  3.25  miles  of  mine  roads  and  1.25 
miles  of  realigned  race  course  would  continue  to 
occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  mon- 
ster individuals  and  their  burrows. 
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Rehabilitation  activities  along  the  Bill  Williams 
River  would  benefit  yellow-billed  cuckoo  habitat 
within  the  WSA. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


EAST  CACTUS  PLAIN 
(AZ-050-17)  -  13,735  Acres 

Proposed  Action/All  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  East  Cactus  Plain 
WSA  would  designate  13,735  acres  as  wilderness 
(Map  2-18). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/ All  Wilderness  alternative 
would  provide  long-term  management  protection 
for  wilderness  values  on  13,735  acres  of  the  WSA. 
Wilderness  values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas 
because  mineral  exploration,  mining  and  power- 
line  construction  would  be  precluded. 

Naturalness 

Precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  would  benefit  the  preservation  of 
natural  values  on  approximately  one  acre  by  pre- 
venting soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized 
equipment. 

Precluding  the  development  of  one  small  sur- 
face mine  by  withdrawal  of  the  area  from  mineral 
entry  would  benefit  the  preservation  of  natural 
values  on  approximately  50  acres.  The  soil  and 
vegetation  removal  and  landscape  recontouring 
that  would  result  from  mining  operations  would 
be  prevented  on  the  lands.  Mine  pits,  structures, 
motorized  equipment,  access  roads  and  other 
types  of  developments  would  not  be  allowed  to 
occur. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  within  the 
utility  corridor  that  overlaps  the  northeastern 
edge  of  the  WSA  would  maintain  the  wilderness 
value  of  naturalness.  Five  miles  of  towers  and 
lines  would  not  be  installed,  and  approximately  1 2 
acres  of  vegetation  and  soil  disturbances  from 
motorized  equipment  would  not  occur  within  the 
corridor. 


Solitude 

Precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  ex- 
ploration programs  would  preserve  opportunities 
for  solitude  during  the  time  when  exploration  took 
place. 

Precluding  one  surface  mining  operation  on  50 
acres  would  maintain  opportunities  for  solitude 
over  approximately  600  acres.  If  this  mine  was  de- 
veloped it  would  cause  additional  dust,  noise, 
human  activity  and  vehicular  traffic  within  the 
WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  200  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  over 
the  area. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  in  the  portion  of  the  utility  corri- 
dor that  overlaps  the  area's  northeastern  bound- 
ary would  maintain  opportunities  for  solitude. 
Wilderness  users  would  not  see  or  hear  the  motor- 
ized equipment  that  is  used  for  these  activities 
within  a  3,200-acre  area  along  the  corridor. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  ex- 
ploration programs  would  preserve  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  during 
those  periods  when  such  activity  would  otherwise 
occur. 

Precluding  the  development  of  one  small  sur- 
face mine  in  the  hills  along  the  area's  northeast- 
ern boundary  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  50  acres, 
and  maintain  these  opportunities  over  an  addi- 
tional 600  acres. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  maintain  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  prevent- 
ing visitor  encounters  with  motorized  equipment 
and  work  crews  on  approximately  3,200  acres 
along  the  powerline. 


Special  Features 

None  of  the  uses  or  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  within  the  WSA  would  affect  the 
integrity  of  either  the  Hilaria  rigida-mixed  shrub 
dunescrub  community  or  the  Bouse  Sand  Dunes. 

None  of  the  uses  or  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  within  the  WSA  would  affect  the 
special  status  plants  and  wildlife  within  the  area. 
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Dune  vegetation,  East  Cactus  Plain  WSA 


Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
across  13,735  acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine,  and  construction  and  maintenance  activi- 
ties along  five  miles  of  powerline. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  200  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  13,735  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  Proposed  Action/All  Wil- 
derness alternative  would  result  in  curtailment  of 
two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams (covering  a  total  of  approximately  one 
acre)  and  the  denial  of  one  projected  small  mine 
(covering  approximately  50  acres).  Because  of 
this  denial  of  mining  activities,  the  area's  potential 
mineral  resources  would  not  be  fully  evaluated 
and  developed. 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  13,735  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  devel- 
opment of  potential  mineral  resources  within  the 
WSA  by  curtailing  two  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  denying  one  projected  mine. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  twocomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  the  development  of  one  small 
surface  mine  under  the  Proposed  Action/All  Wil- 
derness alternative  would  preserve  opportunities 
for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  a  total  of 
approximately  600  acres  within  the  WSA.  Nonmot- 
orized recreation  activities  that  would  benefit 
from  these  actions  include  day  hiking,  sightsee- 
ing, backpacking,  rockhounding,  and  small  game 
hunting. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  approximately 
3,200  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  maintained  on  all  13,735 
acres  within  the  WSA  by  precluding  two  mineral 
exploration  programs,  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  and  construction  and  maintenance 
activities  along  five  miles  of  powerline. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/All  Wilderness  alternative  would  provide 
additional  protection  for  two  known  potentially 
eligible  National  Register  sites  by: 
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—  precluding  twocomprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  one  small  surface  min- 
ing operation,  and 

—  precluding  construction  of  five  miles  of  pow- 
erline. 

The  preclusion  of  mining  related  activities  and 
powerline  construction  would  reduce  surface  dis- 
turbances, which  would  help  prevent  destruction 
of  these  cultural  resource  sites. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  these  two  sites. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  site  destruction  at  two  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  sites  by  precluding  two  mineral 
exploration  programs,  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  and  construction  of  five  miles  of  pow- 
erline within  the  WSA. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 

Wo  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

None. 

Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

Mineral  production  would  be  foregone  and 
wilderness  values  in  the  area  would  be  protected 
over  the  long  term. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

No  change  from  present. 

No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return 
13,735  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-18). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  none  of 
the  wilderness  values  on  13,735  acres  would 
receive  the  management  protection  provided  by 
wilderness  designation.  Over  the  long  term,  wil- 
derness values  in  certain  areas  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  mineral  exploration,  min- 
ing and  powerline  construction  and  maintenance. 


Naturalness 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  one  acre  by  removing  vegeta- 
tion and  surface  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term  the  nat- 
ural character  of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased 
impacts  of  the  exploration  programs. 

One  surface  mine  would  be  developed  and  sup- 
ported by  one-half  mile  of  access  road.  This  mine 
would  be  in  the  hills  along  the  area's  northeastern 
boundary.  Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings 
and  road  construction  forthis  mine  would  directly 
impair  the  natural  character  of  approximately  50 
acres  by  removing  surface  soils  and  vegetation 
and  recontouring  the  landscape.  During  the  life 
of  the  mining  operations,  the  disturbances  would 
involvea  pit,  structures,  motorized  equipment,  tail- 
ings piles  and  access  roads.  Following  abandon- 
ment of  the  operations  and  reclamation,  the  dis- 
turbances would  involve  only  an  area  around  the 
pit  (covering  approximately  ten  acres).  The  visit- 
or's perception  of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or 
impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  operations 
on  an  area  of  approximately  600  acres  —  where 
the  operations  are  visible  within  the  WSA. 

Construction  of  five  miles  of  powerline  in  por- 
tions of  the  utility  corridor  that  overlap  the  north- 
eastern edge  of  the  WSA  would  impair  natural- 
ness on  approximately  12  acres  by  removing 
vegetation  and  surface  soils,  and  installing  towers 
and  lines.  The  surface  disturbances  in  this  area 
would  result  from  the  use  of  motorized  equip- 
ment. In  addition,  the  visibility  of  the  surface  dis- 
turbances and  powerline  facilities  would  impair 
the  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  over  an 
area  of  approximately  3,200  acres  within  the  WSA. 


Solitude 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
around  one  acre  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
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teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longer  than  one 
month  for  each  exploration  program. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  the  development  and 
operation  of  one  surface  mine  and  one-half  mile 
of  access  road  would  result  in  a  loss  of  solitude. 
This  loss  would  be  noticeable  on  the  50  acres  dis- 
turbed by  mining  operations  and  on  approxi- 
mately 600  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
operations,  and  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the 
mine.  The  sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the 
mine  would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motor- 
ized equipment,  vehiculartraffic  and  human  activ- 
ity at  the  operations  and  along  the  access  roads. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  200  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  within 
the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities in  the  corridor  along  the  northeast  side  of  the 
WSA  would  periodically  impair  opportunities  for 
solitude.  Wilderness  users  would  be  likely  to  see 
or  hear  motorized  equipment  and  work  crews 
within  a  3,200-acre  area  adjacent  to  the  powerline 
during  construction  and  maintenance  periods. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  one  acre  —  the  result  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  approximately  50 
acres  in  the  hills  along  the  area's  northeastern 
edge  because  of  mineral  development  on  one 
mine.  This  loss  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the 
mining  operations.  Sights  and  sounds  associated 
with  development  and  operation  of  the  mine  and 
one-half  mile  of  vehicle  access  would  impair  prim- 
itive and  unconfined  recreational  opportunities 
on  approximately  600  acres  immediately  sur- 
rounding the  mining  operations.  These  impacts 
would  primarily  affect  opportunities  for  hiking 
along  he  area's  northeastern  edge. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities and  their  associated  motorized  equipment 
usage  would  impair  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  by  causing  visitor 
encounters  with  work  crews  and  motorized  equip- 
ment on  approximately  3,200  acres  near  the  pow- 
erline. Such  impacts  would  be  temporary  in 
nature,  with  the  maintenance  activities  usually 
covering  less  than  one  week  per  year. 


Special  Features 

None  of  the  uses  or  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  under  the  No  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  affect  the  integrity  of  either  the  Hilaria 
/v'g/o'a- mixed  shrub  dunescrub  community  or  the 
Bouse  Sand  Dunes.  While  one  mine  would  be 
developed  and  two  comprehensive  exploration 
programs  would  occur  in  the  WSA,  the  location 
of  this  mine  and  exploration  activity  would  be  in 
the  hills  north  of  the  dune  areas,  and  would  not 
affect  these  features. 

None  of  the  uses  or  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  under  the  No  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  affect  the  special  status  plants  and 
wildlife  within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Two  comprehensive  mineral  ex- 
ploration programs  and  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  would  impair  the  wilderness  values 
of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
on  a  total  of  approximately  600  acres  (four  per- 
cent of  the  WSA). 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approx- 
imately 3,200  acres  (23  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  200  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  allow  min- 
eral entry  on  13,735  acres  of  public  land. 

It  is  estimated  that  two  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  (covering  a  total  of  approx- 
imately one  acre)  would  occur  and  one  surface 
mine  (covering  approximately  50  acres)  would 
eventually  be  developed  within  the  WSA.  Because 
of  these  mining  activities,  the  area's  potential  min- 
eral resources  would  be  fully  evaluated  and  devel- 
oped. 

Conclusion:  Potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  WSA  would  be  fully  evaluated  in  two  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  developed  at  one  pro- 
jected mine. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  nonmoto- 
rized recreation  opportunities  would  be  impaired 
over  approximately  600  acres  by  the  development 
of  one  surface  mine.  The  operation  of  motorized 
equipment  and  the  presence  of  work  crews  at  this 
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mining  operation  would  impair  the  qualities 
which  enhance  nonmotorized  recreation  use. 
Temporary  impairment  would  also  result  from 
two  mineral  exploration  programs  in  the  area. 

Construction  and  maintenance  activities  along 
five  miles  of  powerline  would  require  the  use  of 
motorized  equipment,  which  would  occasionally 
impair  nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities 
across  approximately  3,200  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotonzed  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  impair  j  over  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 600  acres  (four  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  two 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  develop- 
ment of  one  surface   ,iine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 3,200  acres  (23  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activi- 
ties. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  certain 
uses  and  activities  could  have  an  adverse  effect 
on  two  known  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister sites.  The  uses  and  activities  which  could 
impact  the  integrity  of  these  cultural  resource 
sites  are  - 

—  increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  (including  hunters  and  hikers), 
who  could  impact  these  sites  by  various 
forms  of  site  use  ranging  from  casual  disturb- 
ance to  vandalism  or  destruction. 

—  mining  activities,  including  exploration  and 
the  excavation  of  less  than  five  acres  (without 
the  benefit  of  a  cultural  resource  evaluation 
as  required  by  a  plan  of  operation  for  larger 
acreages),  which  could  damage  or  destroy 
these  sites  by  surface  disturbance. 

—  construction  of  five  miles  of  powerline,  which 
could  destroy  the  integrity  of  these  sites  by 
surface  disturbance. 

In  addition,  surface  disturbances  on  approxi- 
mately 50  acres  from  the  development  of  one  sur- 
face mine  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  one  or 
both  of  these  two  sites. 

Conclusion:  Two  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister sites  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism,  and  site  destruction 
resulting  from  increased  visitation  by  recreation 
users,  and  by  surface  disturbances  resulting  from 
mineral  exploration,  the  development  of  one  mine 
and  construction  of  five  miles  of  powerline. 

Wo  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


BIG  MARIA  MOUNTAINS 
NORTHERN  ADDITION 
(AZ-050-18)  -  415  Acres 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  41b  acres  to 
other  forms  of  multiple  use  management  (Map 
2-19). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  not  provide  management  protection  to 
wilderness  values  in  the  415-acre  WSA.  Over  the 
long  term,  wilderness  values  in  certain  areas 
would  be  adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 

Naturalness 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  0.2  mile  (0.3 
acre)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natural- 
ness. With  continued  motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehi- 
cle ways  would  not  revegetate  or  recontour 
through  natural  processes.  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  consequently  be 
impaired  over  approximately  125  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

Solitude 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways  would  continue 
to  impair  opportunities  for  solitude.  Visitors 
would  see  or  hear  the  motorized  vehicles  that  use 
these  ways  on  approximately  125  acres  within  the 
WSA. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  0.2  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  due  to  visitor 
encounters  with  motorized  vehicles  within  the 
WSA. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  foxtail  cactus  are 
described  in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Special 
Status  Plants  for  this  alternative. 
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Conclusion:  Motorized  recreation  use  on  0.2  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  would  continue  to  impair  the  wil- 
derness values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  prim- 
itive recreation  on  approximately  125  acres  (30 
percent  of  the  WSA). 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways  on  415  acres 
would  be  available  for  motorized  recreation  use. 
BLM  estimates  that  motorized  recreation  use  in 
the  area  would  remain  unchanged  at  45  VDY. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways  within  the 
WSA  would  remain  unchanged  under  the 
Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness  alternative. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  continue  to  be  impaired  by  45  VDY  of 
motorized  recreation  use.  Nonmotorized  recrea- 
tionists  would  be  subjected  to  the  sights  and 


sounds  of  motorized  recreational  use,  especially 
along  the  0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways.  An  estimated 
125  acres  would  be  affected  —  the  area  on  and 
adjacentto  the  vehicle  ways  where  motorized  vehi- 
cles could  be  seen  and  heard  by  nonmotorized 
recreation  ists. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approx- 
imately 1 25  acres  (30  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  mo- 
torized recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  certain  uses  and  activities  could  have 
an  adverse  effect  on  one  estimated  potentially  el- 
igible National  Register  site.  The  uses  and  activ- 
ities which  could  impact  the  integrity  of  this  cul- 
tural resource  site  include  increased  visitation  by 
motorized  and  nonmotorized  recreation  users 
(including  hunters  and  hikers),  who  could  impact 
this  site  by  various  forms  of  site  use  ranging  from 
casual  disturbance  to  vandalism  or  destruction. 

Conclusion:  One  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister site  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  and  sitedestruction  result- 
ing from  increased  visitation  by  recreation  users. 


View  west  across  Big  Maria  Mountains  Northern  Addition  WSA 
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Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  0.2  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  result  in  des- 
ert tortoise  individuals  being  crushed  by  motor  ve- 
hicles. The  desert  tortoise  individuals  would  be 
crushed  along  vehicle  ways  in  the  foothill  por- 
tions of  the  area.  In  addition,  desert  tortoise  indi- 
viduals and  their  burrows  (which  are  concen- 
trated in  wash  areas)  would  be  crushed  in  washes 
that  are  accessible  to  motorized  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Motorized  recreation  use  on  0.2  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  would  continue  to  occasionally 
crush  desert  tortoise  individuals  and  their  bur- 
rows. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  0.2  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the  revegetation 
of  0.3  acres  of  existing  surface  disturbance  on  po- 
tential habitat  for  barrel  cactus  and  foxtail  cactus. 

Conclusion:  Continued  motorized  recreation  use 
on  0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the 
revegetation  of  0.3  acre  of  potential  habitat  for  bar- 
rel cactus  and  foxtail  cactus. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  415  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas  because 
motorized  recreation  use  would  be  precluded. 


Naturalness 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  0.2 
mile  (0.3  acre)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without  motor 
vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revegetate 
and  recontourthrough  natural  processes.  The  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  125  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 


Solitude 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  0.2 
mile  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportunities 
for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see  or 
hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  125  acres  of  the 
WSA  presently  subject  to  the  sights  and  sounds 
of  motorized  recreation  use. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  on  portions  of  the  WSA 
would  be  disturbed  by  motorized  recreation  use. 

Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

Continued   motorized   recreation   use  would 
impair  the  area's  naturalness  in  the  long  term. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

No  change  from  present. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  0.2 
mile  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  mini- 
mizing the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters  with 
motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  foxtail  cactus  are 
described  in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Special 
Status  Plants  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
across  415  acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  0.2  mile 
of  vehicle  ways. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
415  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-19). 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
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ation  use  on  415  acres  and  close  0.2  mile  of  ve- 
hicle ways  within  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area 
of  an  estimated  45  VDY  of  motorized  recreation 
use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  0.2  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA, 
some  of  the  displaced  motorized  recreation  users 
could  find  comparable  opportunities  on  nearby 
areas  of  public  land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  within 
the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  the  elimi- 
nation of  motorized  recreation  use  would 
enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation on  approximately  125  acres  within  the  WSA 
by  eliminating  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motor 
vehicles.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activities  that 
would  benefit  from  these  actions  include  day  hik- 
ing, rockhounding  and  camping. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  within  the 
415-acre  WSA  by  eliminating  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  one  estimated  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use  within  the  WSA. 

The  prohibition  of  motorized  recreation  use 
within  the  WSA  would  restrict  public  access  to  the 
site,  which  would  help  prevent  casual  disturb- 
ance, vandalism  and  site  destruction. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  from  hikers,  could  result  in 
isolated  incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandal- 
ism or  destruction  at  the  site. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  site  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and 
site  destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  Na- 
tional Register  site  by  closing  0.2  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Closing  0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  provide  further  protection 
for  the  desert  tortoise  by  minimizing  the  potential 
of  individuals  and  burrows  being  crushed  by  vehi- 
cles. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  mini- 
mize the  potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing  des- 
ert tortoise  individuals  and  their  burrows  by 
closing  0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  rec- 
reation use. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Closing  0.2  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  allow  0.3  acre  of  potential 
habitat  for  barrel  cactus  and  foxtail  cactus  to  re- 
vegetate. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  allow 
revegetation  of  0.3  acre  of  potential  habitat  for  bar- 
rel cactus  and  foxtail  cactus  by  closing  0.2  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


BIG  MARIA  MOUNTAINS 
SOUTHERN  ADDITION 
(AZ-050-19)  -1,420  Acres 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  1,420  acres 
to  other  forms  of  multiple  use  management  (Map 
2-20). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  not  provide  management  protection  to 
wilderness  values  in  the  1 ,420  acre  WSA.  Over  the 
long  term,  wilderness  values  would  be  protected 
by  management  prescriptions  that  effectively 
close  the  area  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Naturalness 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  2.5 
miles  (three  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  under  existing 
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View  south  across  Big  Maria  Mountains  Southern  Addition  WSA 


management  prescriptions  would  benefit  the  wil- 
derness value  of  naturalness.  Without  motor  vehi- 
cle use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revegetate  and 
recontour  through  natural  processes.  The  visit- 
or's perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  960  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 


Solitude 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  2.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  under  existing  management 
prescriptions  would  enhance  opportunities  for 
solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see  or  hear 
motorized  vehicles  on  the  960  acres  of  the  WSA 
presently  subject  to  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  60  to  125  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  decreasing  opportunities  for  solitude 
within  the  area. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  2.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  under  existing  management 
prescriptions  would  enhance  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  minimiz- 
ing the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters  with  motor- 
ized vehicles  within  the  WSA. 


Special  Features 

Because  of  existing  management  prescrip- 
tions, none  of  the  uses  and  management  actions 
that  are  anticipated  under  the  Proposed 
Action/No  Wilderness  alternative  would  affect 
cultural  resource  sites,  bighorn  sheep  habitat  or 
habitat  for  foxtail  cactus  and  barrel  cactus  within 
the  WSA.  (See  Chapter  1.) 

Conclusion:  Existing  management  prescriptions 
would  enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  rec- 
reation across  1,420  acres  (100  percent  of  the 
WSA)  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on 
2.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  60  to  1 25  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  existing  management  prescriptions 
would  close  2.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  on  1,420 
acres  to  motorized  vehicle  use. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  approximately  960  acres  within 
the  WSA  by  eliminating  sights  and  sounds  of 
motor  vehicles.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activi- 


351 


ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 


ties  that  would  benefit  from  these  actions  include 
day  hiking,  sightseeing,  rockhounding,  backpack- 
ing and  camping. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  within  the 
1,420-acre  WSA  by  eliminating  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  2.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

None. 

Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

No  change  from  present. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

No  change  from  present. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
all  1,420  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-20). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Solitude 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  2.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  960  acres  of  the 
WSA  presently  subject  to  the  sights  and  sounds 
of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  60  to  125  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreation ists, 
thereby  decreasing  opportunities  for  solitude. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  2.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 


Special  Features 

None  of  the  uses  and  management  actions  that 
are  anticipated  under  the  All  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  affect  cultural  resource  sites,  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  or  habitat  for  foxtail  cactus  and  bar- 
rel cactus  within  the  WSA.  (See  Chapter  1.) 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
across  1,420  acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  2.5  miles 
of  vehicle  ways. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  60  to  1 25  VDY  wou  Id  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  1,420  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  in  the  entire  area  because 
motorized  recreation  use  would  be  precluded. 


Naturalness 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  2.5 
miles  (three  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without 
motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revege- 
tate  and  recontour  through  natural  processes. 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  960  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  close  2.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  on  1,420  acres  to  motorized  vehicle  use. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  approximately  960  acres  within 
the  WSA  by  eliminating  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motor  vehicles.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activi- 
ties that  would  benefit  from  these  actions  include 
dayhiking, sightseeing,  rockhounding,  backpack- 
ing and  camping. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  within  the 
1,420-acre  WSA  by  eliminating  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  2.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 
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No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


SOUTH  TRIGO  MOUNTAINS 
(AZ-050-23A)  -  4,500  Acres 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  4,500  acres 
to  other  forms  of  multiple  use  management  (Map 
2-21). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  not  provide  management  protection 
for  wilderness  values  in  the  4,500-acre  WSA.  Over 
the  long  term,  wilderness  values  in  the  entire  area 
would  be  adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recre- 
ation use,  mineral  exploration  activities,  and  three 
anticipated  mining  ventures. 

Naturalness 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 


of  approximately  5.5  acres  by  removing  vegeta- 
tion and  surface  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term,  the  nat- 
ural character  of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased  im- 
pacts of  the  exploration  programs. 

Two  underground  mines  and  one  surface  mine 
would  be  developed  and  supported  by  4.5  miles 
of  access  road.  The  two  underground  mines 
would  be  in  interior  drainages,  and  the  surface 
mine  would  be  on  the  eastern  edge  of  the  WSA. 
Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road 
construction  for  these  mines  would  directly 
impair  naturalness  on  a  total  of  approximately  510 
acres  by  removing  surface  soils  and  vegetation 
and  recontouring  the  landscape.  During  the  life 
of  the  mining  operations,  the  disturbances  would 
involve  a  mine  pit  and  tunnels,  structures,  motor- 
ized equipment,  tailings  piles  and  access  roads. 
Following  abandonment  of  the  operationsand  rec- 
lamation, the  disturbances  would  involve  only 
areas  around  the  pit  and  tunnels  (covering  approx- 
imately 100  acres  around  the  pit,  and  not  more 
than  one  acre  each  around  the  tunnels).  The  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or 
impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  operations 
on  approxi  mately  of  3,500  acres  —  where  the  oper- 
ations would  be  visible  within  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  1.5  miles  (1.8 
acres)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA  would  con- 


interior,  South  Trigo  Mountains  WSA 
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tinue  to  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natural- 
ness. With  continued  motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehi- 
cle ways  would  not  revegetate  or  recontour 
through  natural  processes.  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  consequently  be 
impaired  over  approximately  1,040  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 


Solitude 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
around  5.5  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longer  than  one 
month  for  each  exploration  program. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  WSA,  sights  and  sounds  from  the  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  two  underground  mines, 
one  surface  mine  and  4.5  miles  of  access  road 
would  result  in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would 
be  noticeable  on  the  510  acres  disturbed  by  min- 
ing operations  and  on  approximately  3,500  acres 
immediately  surrounding  the  operations,  and 
would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mines.  The 
sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the  mines 
would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motorized 
equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and  human  activity  at 
the  operations  and  along  the  access  roads. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  1.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  4.5  miles  of 
mine  road  would  continue  to  impair  opportunities 
for  of  solitude.  Visitors  would  see  or  hear  the 
motorized  vehicles  that  use  these  ways  and  roads 
on  approximately  3,510  acres  within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increases  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  250  to  325  VDY  and  in  nonmoto- 
rized  recreation  use  from  100  to  175  VDY  would 
increase  the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other 
recreationists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  area. 


associated  with  mining  development  would 
impair  primitive  and  unconfined  recreational 
opportunities  on  approximately  3,500  acres  imme- 
diately surrounding  the  mining  operations.  These 
impacts  would  affect  opportunities  for  hiking, 
camping,  sightseeing  and  photography  over  most 
of  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  1 .5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  4.5  miles  of  mine  road  would  continue 
to  impair  opportunities  for  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined recreation  due  to  visitor  encounters  with 
motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  250  to  325  VDY  would  increase  the  like- 
lihood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  the  area. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  bighorn  sheep  and  night- 
blooming  cereus  are  described  in  the  analyses  of 
impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat  and  Special 
Status  Plants  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Two  comprehensive  mineral  ex- 
ploration programs  and  the  development  of  two 
underground  mines  and  one  surface  mine  would 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  soli- 
tude and  primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 3,500  acres  (78  percent  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  1 .5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  4.5  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue 
to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  sol- 
itude and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately 
3,510  acres  (78  percent  of  the  WSA).  The  pro- 
jected increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  from 
250  to  325  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  175  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  the  5.5  acres  —  the  result  of  mechanical 
equipment  operation  and  the  presence  of  explo- 
ration teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 510  acres  because  of  mineral  develop- 
ment on  two  underground  mines  (in  the  interior 
drainages)  and  one  surface  mine  (along  the  area's 
eastern  edge).  This  loss  would  continue  for  the 
life  of  the  mining  operations.  Sights  and  sounds 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  min- 
eral entry  under  the  general  mining  laws. 

It  is  estimated  that  two  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  (covering  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 5.5  acres)  would  occur,  and  that  two  un- 
derground mining  operations  and  one  surface 
mining  operation  (covering  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 510  acres)  would  be  developed  within  the 
WSA.  Because  of  these  mining  activities,  the 
area's  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  fully 
evaluated  and  developed. 
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Conclusion:  Potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  WSA  would  be  fully  evaluated  in  two  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  developed  at  three  pro- 
jected mines. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  1 .5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  4.5  miles 
of  new  mine  road  on  4,500  acres  would  be  avail- 
able for  motorized  recreation  use.  Because  of 
regional  population  growth,  BLM  estimates  that 
motorized  recreation  use  would  increase  to  325 
VDY  from  250  VDY.  While  this  30  percent  increase 
would  periodically  lessen  motorized  recreation 
opportunities  due  to  overcrowding  on  heavy  use 
periods,  the  resource  is  generally  adequate  to 
accommodate  this  growth  without  impairing  op- 
portunities for  motorized  recreation. 

Conclusion:  An  estimated  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  to  325  VDY  from  250  VDY  would 
not  affect  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation 
use  on  the  1 .5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  4.5  miles 
of  mine  roads  in  the  WSA,  except  for  some  impair- 
ment during  heavy  use  periods. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  sights  and  sounds  from  the  develop- 
ment of  two  underground  mines  and  one  surface 
mine  (entailing  motorized  equipment,  new  facili- 
ties and  work  crews)  would  impair  nonmotorized 
recreation  opportunities  on  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 3,500  acres.  Temporary  impairment  would 
also  result  from  two  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams in  the  area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation 
use.  Nonmotorized  recreationists  would  be  sub- 
jected to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  rec- 
reational use,  especially  along  the  1.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  4.5  miles  of  new  mine  roads.  An 
estimated  3,510  acres  would  be  affected  —  the 
area  on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle  ways  and  mine 
roads  where  motorized  vehicles  could  be  seen 
and  heard  by  nonmotorized  recreationists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  30  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 3,500  acres  (78  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 


two  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  two  underground  mines  and  one  sur- 
face mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 3,510  acres  (78  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
motorized  recreation  use  on  1.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  4.5  miles  of  mine  roads.  These  oppor- 
tunities would  be  further  impaired  by  a  30  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  certain  uses  and  activities  could  have 
an  adverse  effect  on  one  estimated  potentially  el- 
igible National  Register  site.  The  uses  and  activ- 
ities which  could  impact  the  integrity  of  this  cul- 
tural resource  site  are  - 

—  increased  visitation  by  motorized  and  non- 
motorized  recreation  users  (including  hunt- 
ers and  hikers),  who  could  impact  the  site  by 
artifact  theft  or  various  forms  of  site  use  rang- 
ing from  casual  disturbance  to  vandalism  or 
destruction. 

—  mining  activities,  including  exploration  and 
the  excavation  of  less  than  five  acres  (without 
the  benefit  of  a  cultural  resource  evaluation 
as  required  by  a  plan  of  operation  for  larger 
acreages),  which  could  damage  or  destroy 
this  site  by  surface  disturbance. 

In  addition,  surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of 
approximately  510  acres  from  the  development  of 
three  mines  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  this  site. 

Co/ic/us/on:  One  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister site  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandalismandsitedestruction  result- 
ing from  increased  visitation  by  recreation  users, 
and  by  surface  disturbances  resulting  from  min- 
eral exploration  and  the  development  of  three 
mines. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  4,500  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  within  the  WSA  would  not  have  the  protec- 
tion wilderness  designation  would  provide.  As  a 
result,  some  of  this  habitat  would  be  lost  because 
of  surface  disturbances  from  mining  activities. 
Two  underground  mines  and  one  surface  mine 
would  be  developed  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  hab- 
itat, causing  approximately  510  acres  of  surface 
disturbance.  In  addition,  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  would  disturb  approximately  5.5  acres 


355 


ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 


of  habitat.  The  loss  of  habitat  from  these  disturb- 
ances would  persist  until  the  operations  are  aban- 
doned and  fully  rehabilitated. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  1.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  (1 .8  acres)  and  4.5  miles  of  new  mine 
roads  (5.4  acres)  would  not  revegetate  because 
of  continued  motorized  recreation  use.  As  a 
result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that  is 
affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be  reha- 
bilitated. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  two  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  two  underground  mines  and  one  surface  mine 
would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  515.5 
acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  1.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  4.5  miles  of  mine  roads 
would  preclude  rehabilitation  of  7.2  acres  of  sur- 
face disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  two  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  develop- 
ment of  two  underground  mines  and  one  surface 
mine  within  the  WSA  could  cause  a  loss  of  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted  bat 
and  peregrine  falcon  by  directly  disturbing  a  total 
of  approximately  515.5  acres. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  1 .5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  4.5  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue 
to  occasionally  result  in  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  being  crushed  by  vehicles. 
The  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals 
would  be  crushed  along  vehicle  ways  and  mine 
roads  in  the  area.  In  addition,  desert  tortoise  indi- 
viduals and  their  burrows  (which  are  concen- 
trated in  wash  areas)  would  be  crushed  in  washes 
that  are  accessible  to  motorized  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  two  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  two  underground  mines  and  one  surface  mine 
would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  515.5 
acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise, 
Gila  monster,  spotted  bat  and  peregrine  falcon 
within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  1 .5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  4.5  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue 
to  occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  and  their  burrows. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Surface  disturbances  from  two  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  develop- 
ment of  two  underground  mines  and  one  surface 
mine  could  result  in  the  loss  of  individuals  and 
habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  on  a  total  of  ap- 
proximately 515.5  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  1.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  4.5  miles  of  mine  roads 
would  preclude  the  revegetation  of  7.2  acres  of 
existing  surface  disturbance  on  potential  habitat 
for  night-blooming  cereus. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  two  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  two  underground  mines  and  one  surface  mine 
would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  515.5 
acres  of  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming 
cereus  and  the  potential  destruction  of  individu- 
als in  this  species  within  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  1.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  4.5  miles  of  mine  roads 
would  preclude  the  revegetation  of  7.2  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  within  the  area  would  be  dis- 
turbed by  mining  and  motorized  recreation  use. 

Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

Mining  activities  and  continued  motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  impair  the  area's  naturalness 
in  the  long  term. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

The  minerals  mined  in  the  three  new  mines 
would  be  used  up  and  irreversibly  lost  to  future 
uses. 

Wilderness  values  would  be  irretrievably  lost  on 
510  acres  developed  for  minerals. 
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All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
4,500  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-21). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  Alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  4,500  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas  because 
motorized  recreation  use,  mineral  exploration 
and  one  anticipated  mining  venture  would  be  pre- 
cluded. One  underground  mine  and  one  surface 
mine,  on  mining  claims  with  valid  existing  rights, 
would  be  developed  within  the  wilderness  in  a 
manner  affecting  wilderness  values  —  however, 
this  use  would  occur  under  all  alternatives. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  would  benefit  the  preservation  of 
natural  values  on  approximately  5.5  acres  by  pre- 
venting soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized 
equipment. 

Precluding  the  development  of  one  small  under- 
ground mine  by  withdrawal  of  the  area  from  min- 
eral entry  would  benefit  the  preservation  of  natu- 
ral values  on  approximately  five  acres.  The  soil 
and  vegetation  removal  and  landscape  recont- 
ouring  that  would  result  from  mining  operations 
would  be  prevented  on  the  lands.  Mine  tunnels, 
structures,  motorized  equipment,  access  roads 
and  other  types  of  developments  would  not  be 
allowed  to  occur. 

Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road 
construction  for  the  one  underground  mine  and 
one  surface  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  directly  impair  naturalness  on  a  total 
of  approximately  505  acres  by  removing  surface 
soils  and  vegetation,  and  recontouring  the  land- 
scape. The  underground  minewouldbeinan  inte- 
rior drainage,  and  the  surface  mine  would  be  on 
the  eastern  edge  of  the  WSA.  During  the  life  of 
the  mining  operations,  the  disturbances  would 
involve  a  mine  pit,  a  tunnel,  structures,  motorized 
equipment,  tailings  piles  and  access  roads.  Fol- 
lowing abandonment  of  the  operations  and  recla- 
mation, the  disturbances  would  involve  only  a 
small  area  around  the  pit  and  tunnel  (covering 
approximately  100  acres  around  the  pit,  and  not 
more  than  one  acre  around  the  tunnel).  The  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or 
impaired  during  the  life  of  the  mining  operations 


on  approximately  3,000  acres  —  where  the  oper- 
ations would  be  visible  within  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  1.5 
miles  (1 .8  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without  motor 
vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revegetate 
and  recontourthrough  natural  processes.  The  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  1,040  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 


Solitude 

Precluding  twocomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  would  protectopportunitiesforsol- 
itude  during  the  time  when  exploration  would 
otherwise  have  taken  place. 

Precluding  one  underground  mining  operation 
on  five  acres  would  preserve  opportunities  for  sol- 
itude over  approximately  500  acres.  If  this  mine 
was  developed  it  would  cause  additional  dust, 
noise,  human  activity  and  vehicular  traffic  within 
the  WSA. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  WSA,  sights  and  sounds  from  the  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  one  underground  mine, 
one  surface  mine  and  2.5  miles  of  access  road 
would  result  in  the  loss  of  solitude.  This  loss 
would  be  noticeable  on  the  505  acres  disturbed 
by  mining  operations  and  on  approximately  3,000 
acres  immediately  surrounding  the  operations, 
and  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mines.  The 
sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the  mines 
would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motorized 
equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and  human  activity  at 
the  operations  and  along  the  access  roads. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  1.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  1,040  acres  of 
the  WSA  presently  subject  to  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precludingtwocomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  would  protect  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  during  those 
periods  when  such  activity  would  otherwise 
occur. 

Precluding  the  development  of  one  small  sized 
underground  mine  in  an  interior  drainage  would 
preserve  opportunities  for  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined recreation  on  approximately  five  acres,  and 
maintain  these  opportunities  over  an  additional 
500  acres. 
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Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 505  acres  because  of  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  (in  an  interior  drainage) 
and  one  surface  mine  (along  the  area's  eastern 
edge)  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights.  This 
losswouldcontinueforthelifeof  the  mining  oper- 
ations. Sights  and  sounds  associated  with  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  the  two  mines  and  2.5 
miles  of  vehicle  access  would  impair  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreational  opportunities  on  approx- 
imately 3,000  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
mining  operations.  These  impacts  would  affect 
opportunities  for  hiking,  camping,  photography 
and  sightseeing  over  of  the  WSA.  Outstanding 
opportunities  for  these  activities  would  be  avail- 
able on  the  remainder  of  the  area. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  1.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  bighorn  sheep  and  night- 
blooming  cereus  are  described  in  the  analyses  of 
impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat  and  Special 
Status  Plants  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  under  the  All 
Wilderness  alternative  would  enhance  and  main- 
tain the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  across  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 1,500  acres  (33  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  the  development  of  one  under- 
ground mine,  and  by  eliminating  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  1.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  one  underground  mine  and 
one  surface  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natu- 
ralness,solitudeand  primitiveand  unconfined  rec- 
reation on  a  total  of  approximately  3,000  acres  (67 
percent  of  the  designated  area). 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  4,500  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative 
would  result  in  curtailment  of  two  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  programs  (covering  a  total  of 
approximately  5.5  acres)  and  the  denial  of  one 
small  underground  mine  (covering  approximately 
five  acres).  Because  of  this  denial  of  mining  activ- 
ity, the  area's  potential  mineral  resources  would 
not  be  fully  evaluated  or  developed. 


Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  WSA  are  projected  to  be  developed  at  one 
underground  mine  and  one  surface  mine  (cover- 
ing a  total  of  approximately  505  acres),  on  claims 
with  proven  discoveries. 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  4,500  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  and  devel- 
opment of  potential  mineral  resources  within  the 
WSA  by  curtailing  two  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  denying  one  projected  mine. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  developed  at  two  projected 
mines,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  4,500  acres  and  close  1 .5  miles  of  ve- 
hicle ways  within  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area 
of  an  estimated  250  VDY  of  motorized  recreation 
use  would  result. 

Opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use 
would  be  lost  on  the  1.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
within  the  WSA.  Displaced  motorized  recreation 
users  could  not  find  comparable  opportunities  on 
nearby  areas  of  public  land,  because  the  nearby 
areas  are  closed  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Conclusion:  Closing  1.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  one  underground  mine  under 
the  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  preserve  op- 
portunities for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  a 
total  of  approximately  500  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approximately  3,000 
acres  by  sights  and  sounds  from  mining,  construc- 
tion and  traffic  at  one  underground  mine  and  one 
surface  mine  within  the  area. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  on  approximately  1,040  acres  within 
the  WSA  (23  percent  of  the  unit)  by  eliminating 
the  sights  and  sounds  of  motor  vehicles.  Nonmot- 
orized recreation  activities  that  would  benefit 
from  these  actions  include  horseback  riding,  day 
hiking,  sightseeing  and  backpacking. 
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Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
on  a  total  of  approximately  1,500  acres  (33  per- 
cent of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  two  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  the  development  of  one 
underground  mine,  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  1.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately  3,000 
acres  (67  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  the  development 
of  one  underground  mine  and  one  surface  mine 
on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  one  estimated  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by: 

—  closing  1 ,5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  in  the  WSA,  which  would  res- 
trict public  access  to  this  site;  and 

—  precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  one  underground  min- 
ing operation,  which  would  reduce  surface 
disturbances  that  could  otherwise  impact  the 
site. 

Together  these  measures  would  help  prevent 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruction  of 
this  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  this  site. 

Surface  disturbances  on  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 505  acres  from  the  development  of  one 
underground  mine  and  one  surface  mine  (on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights)  could  destroy  the 
integrity  of  this  site. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  1.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  by  precluding 
two  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  one  underground  mine. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  and  one  surface  mine  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights  could  cause  site  destruc- 
tion at  this  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  afford  wil- 
derness protection  for  4,500  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA. 

Within  this  area,  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
would  benefit  from:  1)  the  prevention  of  habitat 
loss  resulting  from  surface  disturbance,  and  2) 
the  long-term  rehabilitation  of  habitat  through 
revegetation  of  existing  surface  disturbance.  By 
precluding  the  development  of  one  small  under- 
ground mine  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat, 
approximately  five  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
would  be  prevented.  The  curtailment  of  two  com- 
prehensive mineral  exploration  programs  would 
prevent  surface  disturbance  on  another  5.5  acres 
of  habitat.  Closing  1 .5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within 
the  habitat  area  to  motorized  recreation  use 
would  result  in  the  revegetation  of  1.8  acres  of 
existing  surface  disturbance. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  on  a  total  of 
approximately  505  acres  would  be  lost  because 
of  surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  and  one  surface  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  10.5  acres  of  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface 
disturbance  from  two  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  the  development  of  one  small  under- 
ground mine.  It  would  also  allow  the  rehabilitation 
of  existing  surface  disturbance  on  1.8  acres  of  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  closing  1.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  and  one  surface  mine  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights  would  result  in  the  loss 
of  approximately  505  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately 10.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted  bat  and 
peregrine  falcon  by  precluding  five  acres  of  sur- 
face disturbance  from  the  development  of  one 
small  underground  mine  and  5.5  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  from  two  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  within  the  4,500-acre  desig- 
nated area. 

Closing  1 .5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  provide  additional  protec- 
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tion  to  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by  min- 
imizing the  potential  of  individuals  and  burrows 
being  crushed  by  vehicles. 

Habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster, 
spotted  bat  and  peregrine  falcon  could  be  lost  as 
the  result  of  approximately  505  acres  of  surface 
disturbancefromonesurface  mine  and  one  under- 
ground mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  1 0.5  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster, 
spotted  bat  and  peregrine  falcon  by  precluding 
surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  the  development  of  one  under- 
ground mine.  It  would  also  minimize  the  potential 
for  motor  vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  and 
Gila  monster  individuals  and  their  burrows  by 
closing  1 .5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  rec- 
reation use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  and  one  surface  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  505  acres  of  potential  hab- 
itat for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted 
bat  and  peregrine  falcon  within  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  10.5 
acres  of  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming 
cereus,  and  the  potential  destruction  of  individu- 
als in  this  species,  by  precluding  five  acres  of  sur- 
face disturbance  from  the  development  of  one 
underground  mine  and  5.5  acres  of  surface  dis- 
turbance from  two  mineral  exploration  programs. 

Closing  1.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  allow  1.8  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  to  revegetate. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  and  one  surface  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  could  result  in  the 
loss  of  individuals  and  habitat  for  night-blooming 
cereus  on  a  total  of  approximately  505  acres 
within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  1 0.5  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  and  the 
potential  destruction  of  individuals  in  these  spe- 
cies by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from  two 
mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  develop- 
ment of  one  underground  mine.  It  would  also 
allow  revegetation  of  1 .8  acres  of  potential  habitat 
for  these  species  by  closing  1.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  underground  mine  and  one  surface  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  505  acres  of  potential  hab- 
itat for  night-blooming  cereus,  and  the  potential 
destruction  of  individuals  in  this  species. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


TRIGO  MOUNTAINS 
(AZ-050-23B)  -  36,870  Acres 

Proposed  Action/Partial 
Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Trigo  Mountains 
WSA  would  designate  29,095  acres  as  wilderness 
and  7,775  acres  for  other  resource  uses.  This  al- 
ternative differs  from  the  All  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive in  that  the  northern  and  western  boundaries 
were  adjusted  to  remove  areas  of  lower  wilder- 
ness quality  which  have  been  impacted  by  past 
vehicle  and  human  activity,  and  the  southeast 
boundary  was  changed  to  allow  for  development 
of  a  highly  mineralized  area  with  proven  produc- 
tion capability  (Map  2-22). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Area  Proposed  for  Wilderness 
Designation 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  provide  long-term  management  pro- 
tection for  wilderness  values  on  29,095  acres  of 
the  WSA.  Wilderness  values  would  benefit  in  cer- 
tain areas  because  motorized  recreation  use  and 
two  mineral  exploration  programs  would  be  pre- 
cluded. 

Naturalness 

Precluding  onecomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  and  one  general  mineral  exploration 
program  would  benefit  the  preservation  of  natural 
values  on  approximately  five  acres  by  preventing 
soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized  equip- 
ment. 
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View  northwest  across  southern  end  of  Trigo  Mountains  WSA 


Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  11 
miles  (13.2  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without 
motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revege- 
tate  and  recontour  through  natural  processes. 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  3,520  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

The  natural  character  of  approximately  two 
acres  would  be  disturbed  by  construction  of  a  two 
apron  wildlife  water  catchments.  Soil  and  plants 
would  be  removed  during  construction  to  accom- 
modate the  facilities,  but  would  be  reused  to  help 
conceal  the  developments.  The  man-made  struc- 
tures would  remain  on  site  indefinitely,  but  would 
blend  in  with  their  surroundings  through  design 
and  placement  considerations.  The  surrounding 
construction  areas  would  be  revegetated  and 
recontoured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place. 
The  visibility  of  the  catchments  would  reduce  the 
visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  on  approxi- 
mately 80  acres  surrounding  the  facilities. 


Solitude 

Precludingonecomprehensivemineral  explora- 
tion program  and  one  general  mineral  exploration 
program  would  preserve  opportunities  for  soli- 
tude during  the  time  when  exploration  would 
otherwise  have  taken  place. 


Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  11 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  3,520  acres  of 
the  designated  area  presently  subject  to  the 
sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  250  to  550  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  — 
especially  in  the  interior  drainages. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  onecomprehensivemineralexplora- 
tion  program  and  one  general  mineral  exploration 
program  would  preserve  opportunities  for  primi- 
tive and  unconfined  recreation  during  those  peri- 
ods when  such  activity  would  otherwise  occur. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  11 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  designated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  bighorn  sheep  and  night- 
blooming  cereus  are  described  in  the  analyses  of 
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impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat  and  Special 
Status  Plants  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude,  and  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
29,01 5  acres  (99  percent  of  the  designated  portion 
of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  one  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  program  and  one  general  min- 
eral exploration  program,  and  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  11  miles  of  vehicle 
ways. 

Construction  of  two  apron  wildlife  water  catch- 
ments would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natu- 
ralness on  approximately  80  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  250  to  550  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  29,095  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial 
Wilderness  alternative  would  result  in  the  denial 
of  one  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram ai id  one  genera  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram (covering  a  total  of  approximately  five 
acres).  Because  of  this  denial,  potential  gold  and 
manganese  mineral  resources  within  the  northern 
portion  of  the  area  would  not  be  fully  evaluated. 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  29,095  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  of  potential 
gold  and  manganese  resources  within  the  desig- 
nated area  by  curtailing  two  mineral  exploration 
programs. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  wilderness  designation  would  pro- 
hibit motorized  recreation  use  on  29,095  acres 
and  close  1 1  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  des- 
ignated portion  of  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area 
of  an  estimated  70  VDY  of  motorized  recreation 
use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  1 1  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA, 
some  of  the  displaced  motorized  recreation  users 
could  find  comparable  opportunities  on  the  14 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  accessing  the  7,775-acre 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Closing  11  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  onecomprehensivemineral  explora- 
tion program  and  one  general  mineral  exploration 
programs  under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wil- 
derness alternative  would  preserve  opportunities 
for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  within  the  desig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  approximately  3,520  acres 
within  the  area  by  eliminating  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motorvehicles  along  11  miles  of  vehicle 
ways.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activities  that 
would  benefit  from  these  actions  include  horse- 
back riding,  day  hiking,  backpacking,  rockhound- 
ing  and  hunting. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
on  all  29,095  acres  in  the  designated  portion  of 
the  WSA  by  precluding  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  eliminating  motorized  recreation 
use  on  11  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pro- 
vide additional  protection  for  one  estimated  poten- 
tially eligible  National  Register  site  by: 

—  closing  1 1  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  within  the  designated  portion 
of  the  WSA,  which  would  restrict  public 
access  to  the  site;  and 

—  precluding  two  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams, which  would  reduce  surface  disturb- 
ances that  could  otherwise  impact  the  site. 

Together  these  measures  would  help  prevent 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruction  of 
the  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  the  site. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  11  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  precluding  two 
mineral  exploration  programs  within  the  desig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 
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Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  place  29,095  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA  under  wilderness 
designation. 

Within  the  designated  area,  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  would  benefit  from:  1)  the  preven- 
tion of  habitat  loss  resulting  from  surface  disturb- 
ance, and  2)  the  long-term  rehabilitation  of  hab- 
itat through  revegetation  of  existing  surface 
disturbance.  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
cludeonecomprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram and  one  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  thus 
preventing  approximately  five  acres  of  surface  dis- 
turbance. Existing  surface  disturbance  on  13.2 
acres  would  revegetate  as  a  result  of  closing  11 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  five  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface  dis- 
turbance from  two  mineral  exploration  programs. 
It  would  also  allow  the  rehabilitation  of  existing 
surface  disturbance  on  13.2  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  by  closing  1 1  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  five  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster, 
spotted  bat  and  peregrine  falcon  by  precluding 
surfacedisturbancefrom  one  comprehensive  min- 
eral exploration  program  and  one  general  mineral 
exploration  program  within  the  29,095-acre  desig- 
nated area. 

Closing  11  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  provide  further  protection 
for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by  min- 
imizing the  potential  of  individuals  and  burrows 
from  being  crushed  by  motor  vehicles. 

Closing  11  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  also  preclude  disturbances 
from  motorized  vehicles  at  potential  nest  sites  for 
the  peregrine  falcon  within  the  designated  area. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  five  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster, 
spotted  bat  and  peregrine  falcon  by  precluding 
surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  explora- 
tion programs.  By  closing  1 1  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use,  it  would  also  mini- 


mize the  potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing 
desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and 
their  burrows,  and  preclude  disturbances  from 
motor  vehicles  at  potential  nest  sites  for  peregrine 
falcons. 


Impacts  on  Wild  Burro  Management 

Wild  burro  roundups  in  the  Trigo  Mountains 
would  not  be  affected  by  wilderness  designation 
under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  al- 
ternative, as  these  activities  would  all  be  con- 
ducted outside  of  the  designated  area. 

Conclusion:  Burro  management  activities  would 
not  be  affected  by  wilderness  designation  under 
the  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  five  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  and  the 
potential  destruction  of  individuals  in  this  species 
by  precluding  surface  disturbance  from  one  com- 
prehensive mineral  exploration  program  and  one 
general  mineral  exploration  program. 

Closing  11  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  allow  13.2  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  to  revegetate. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  five  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  and  the 
potential  destruction  of  individuals  in  this  species 
by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from  two  min- 
eral exploration  programs.  It  would  also  allow  re- 
vegetation  of  13.2  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
this  species  by  closing  11  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Area  Recommended  for  Uses 
Other  Than  Wilderness 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Wilderness  values  on  the  7,775-acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  returned  to  other  resource  uses  would 
not  receive  the  management  protection  provided 
by  wilderness  designation.  Overthe  long  term,  wil- 
derness values  in  certain  areas  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use, 
mineral  exploration  and  four  anticipated  mining 
ventures. 
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Naturalness 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  5.5  acres  by  removing  surface 
vegetation  and  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term  the  nat- 
ural character  of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased  im- 
pacts of  the  exploration  programs. 

Four  underground  mines  would  be  developed 
and  supported  by  four  miles  of  access  road.  All 
of  these  mines  would  be  on  slopes  and  ridges  near 
the  southeastern  boundary  of  the  WSA.  Mining, 
processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road  construc- 
tion for  these  mines  would  directly  impair  natural- 
ness on  a  total  of  approximately  110  acres  by 
removing  surface  soils  and  vegetation  and  recont- 
ouring  the  landscape.  During  the  life  of  the  mining 
operations,  the  disturbances  would  involve  mine 
tunnels,  structures,  motorized  equipment,  tail- 
ings piles  and  access  roads.  Following  abandon- 
ment of  the  operations  and  reclamation,  the  dis- 
turbances would  involve  only  small  areas  around 
the  tunnels  (covering  not  more  than  one  acre 
each).  The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness 
would  be  lost  or  impaired  during  the  life  of  the  min- 
ing operations  on  approximately  1,200  acres  — 
where  the  operations  would  be  visible  within  the 
area. 

The  natural  character  of  approximately  five 
acres  would  be  disturbed  by  the  removal  of  soil 
and  plants  for  development  of  a  horse  camp  along 
Clip  Wash.  The  parking  lot,  water  troughs,  vault 
toilets,  corrals  and  fire  rings  at  the  camp  would 
remain  on-site  indefinitely.  The  surrounding  con- 
struction area  would  be  revegetated  and  recon- 
toured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place.  The 
visibility  of  the  horse  camp  would  reduce  the  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  on  approximately 
35  acres  surrounding  the  development. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  14  miles  (16.8 
acres)  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  (4.8  acres) 
of  new  mine  roads  within  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA  would  continue  to  impair  the  wil- 
derness value  of  naturalness.  With  continued 
motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  and  mine 
roads  would  not  revegetate  or  recontour  through 
natural  processes.  The  visitor's  perception  of 
naturalness  would  consequently  be  impaired  over 
approximately  5,120  acres  —  the  immediate  area 
of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area  from  which  the 
vehicle  ways  are  visible. 


Solitude 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 


around  5.5  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longer  than  one 
month  per  year  for  each  exploration  program. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  the  development  and 
operation  of  four  underground  mines  and  four 
miles  of  access  road  would  result  in  a  loss  of  sol- 
itude. This  loss  would  be  noticeable  on  the  110 
acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations  and  on 
approximately  1,200  acres  immediately  surround- 
ing the  operations,  and  would  continue  for  the  life 
of  the  mines.  The  sights  and  sounds  associated 
with  the  mines  would  include  noise  and  dust  from 
motorized  equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and 
human  activity  at  the  operations  and  along  the 
access  roads. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  14  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of 
mine  road  would  continue  to  impair  opportunities 
for  solitude.  Visitors  would  see  or  hear  the  motor- 
ized vehicles  that  use  these  ways  and  roads  on 
approximately  5,120  acres  within  the  nondesig- 
nated area. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  290  to  550  VDY  would  increase  the  pos- 
sibility of  visitors  meeting  other  recreation ists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  forsolitude  within 
the  area. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  periodic  burro  round- 
ups (which  would  entail  the  use  of  helicopters  and 
motorvehicles)  would  impairopportunitiesforsol- 
itude  over  portions  of  the  area.  These  activities 
would  be  temporary  in  nature  —  covering  not 
more  than  one  week  every  two  years. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  5. 5  acres  — the  result  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 110  acres  on  slopes  and  ridges  along  the 
southeastern  edge  of  the  WSA  because  of  mineral 
development  on  four  mines.  This  loss  would  con- 
tinue for  the  life  of  the  mining  operations.  Sights 
and  sounds  associated  with  development  and 
operation  of  the  four  mines  and  four  miles  of  vehi- 
cle access  would  impair  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreational  opportunities  on  approximately 
1,200  acres  immediately  surrounding  the  mining 
operations.  These  impacts  would  primarily  affect 
opportunities  for  hiking  and  horseback  riding 
along  the  southeastern  edge  of  the  WSA. 
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Motorized  recreation  use  on  14  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  road  would  continue 
to  impair  opportunities  for  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  recreation  due  to  visitor  encounters  with 
motorized  vehicles  within  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  250  to  550  VDY  would  increase  the  like- 
lihood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  the  area. 

Sights  and  sounds  associated  with  periodic 
burro  roundups  would  temporarily  impair  oppor- 
tunities for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
on  portions  of  the  area. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  bighorn  sheep  and  night- 
blooming  cereus  are  described  in  the  analyses  of 
impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat  and  Special 
Status  Plants  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  the  development  of  four 
underground  mines  would  impair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  rec- 
reation on  a  total  of  approximately  1 ,200  acres  (15 
percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  14  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue 
to  impairthe  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  sol- 
itude and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately 
5,120  acres  (66  percent  of  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motor- 
ized recreation  use  from  290  to  550  VDY  would 
further  impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  in  this  area. 

Development  of  one  horse  camp  would  impair 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on  approxi- 
mately 35  acres. 

Periodic  burro  roundups  would  temporarily 
impairopportunitiesforsolitudeand  primitive  rec- 
reation within  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

The  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  allow  mineral  entry  on  6,095  acres 
of  public,  land.  (The  remaining  1,680  acres  are 
under  U.S.  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawal, 
and  would  remain  closed  to  mineral  entry.) 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  occur,  and  four  underground  mines 
would  be  developed  in  the  southeastern  portion 


of  the  nondesignated  area.  Because  of  these  min- 
ing activities,  potential  mineral  resources  would 
be  fully  evaluated  and  fully  developed  on  the 
lands  that  are  not  under  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
withdrawal. 

Conclusion:  Potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be 
fully  evaluated  in  three  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  developed  at  four  projected  mines. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  11  miles  of  vehicle  ways  on  7,775 
acres  would  remain  available  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 

Because  of  the  closure  of  11  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  in  the  designated  area  (which  would  dis- 
place motorized  use  to  this  area)  and  because  of 
regional  population  growth,  BLM  estimates  that 
motorized  recreation  use  would  increase  to  550 
VDY  from  290  VDY.  This  120  percent  increase 
would  not  change  the  quality  of  motorized  recre- 
ation opportunities  because  there  is  sufficient 
area  to  absorb  the  increase. 

Conclusion:  A  120  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  would  not  impair  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  on  the  11  miles  of  ve- 
hicle ways  in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approxi- 
mately 1 ,200  acres  by  sights  and  sounds  from  min- 
ing, construction  and  traffic  at  four  underground 
mines  within  the  area.  Temporary  impairment 
would  also  result  from  three  mineral  exploration 
programs  in  the  area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinued be  impaired  bythe  large  increase  in  motor- 
ized recreation  use.  Nonmotorized  recreationists 
would  be  subjected  to  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motorized  recreation  use,  especially  along  the  14 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  new  mine 
road.  An  estimated  5,120  acres  would  be  affected 
—  the  area  on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle  ways 
where  motorized  vehicles  could  be  seen  and 
heard  by  nonmotorized  recreationists.  As  a  result, 
BLM  estimates  that  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
on  the  nondesignated  portion  would  decrease 
from  230  VDY  to  150  VDY. 
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Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  120  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  impaired  across  a  total  of 
approximately  1 ,200  acres  (1 5  percent  of  the  non- 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  three  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  the  development  of 
four  underground  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 5,120  acres  (66  percent  of  the  nondesig- 
nated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  four  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four 
miles  of  mine  roads.  These  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  120  percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Nondesignation  of  this  7,775-acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any  significant 
cultural  resources,  as  no  potentially  eligible  Na- 
tional Register  sites  are  projected  to  be  located 
inside  of  the  designated  area. 

Conclusion:  Nonwilderness  designation  of  this 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any 
significant  cultural  resources. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Within  the  nondesignated  area,  7,775  acres  of 
crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  would  not  have  the 
protection  wilderness  designation  would  provide. 
As  a  result,  some  of  this  habitat  would  be  lost 
because  of  surface  disturbances  from  mining 
activities.  Four  underground  mines  would  be  de- 
veloped in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  causing 
approximately  110  acres  of  surface  disturbance. 
Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  disturb  another  5.5  acres  of  habitat. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  14  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  (16.8  acres)  and  four  miles  of  new 
mine  roads  (4.8  acres)  would  not  revegetate 
because  of  continued  motorized  recreation  use. 
As  a  result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that 
is  affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be 
rehabilitated. 

Conc/usion:  Surfacedisturbances  from  three  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  four  underground  mines  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  115.5  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat. 


Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  14 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads 
would  preclude  rehabilitation  of  21 .6  acres  of  sur- 
face disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  three  comprehen- 
sive mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  four  underground  mines  within  the  non- 
designated  area  could  cause  a  loss  of  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted  bat  and 
peregrine  falcon  on  a  total  of  approximately  1 15.5 
acres. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  14  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  four  miles  of  new  mine  roads  within 
the  nondesignated  area  would  continue  to  occa- 
sionally result  in  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals  being  crushed  by  vehicles.  The  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  would  be 
crushed  along  vehicle  ways  and  mine  roads  in  the 
area.  In  addition,  desert  tortoise  individuals  and 
their  burrows  (which  are  concentrated  in  wash 
areas)  would  be  crushed  in  washes  that  are  acces- 
sible to  motorized  vehicles. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  the  14  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles 
of  new  mine  roads  within  the  nondesignated  area 
would  continue  to  disturb  potential  nesting  sites 
for  the  peregrine  falcon. 

Conc/os/on;  Surface  disturbances  from  three  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  four  underground  mines  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  1 1 5.5  acres  of  potential  hab- 
itat for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted 
bat  and  peregrine  falcon  within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  14  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue 
to  occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals,  and  to  disturb  potential  nest- 
ing sites  for  peregrine  falcons. 


Impacts  on  Wild  Burro  Management 

The  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  not  impair  the  efficiency  of  wild 
burro  roundups  in  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 

Vehicle  access  on  the  14  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
that  would  remain  open  within  the  area  would 
ensure  continued  efficient  roundup  efforts  for  the 
Trigo  Mountains  herd. 
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Conclusion:  Wild  burro  roundups  in  the  nondesig- 
nated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  proceed  as 
planned. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Surface  disturbances  from  three  comprehen- 
sive mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  four  underground  mines  could  result 
in  the  loss  of  individuals  and  habitat  for  the  night- 
blooming  cereus  on  a  total  of  approximately  1 1 5.5 
acres  in  the  nondesignated  area. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  14 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads 
would  preclude  the  revegetation  of  21.6  acres  of 
existing  surface  disturbance  on  potential  habitat 
for  night-blooming  cereus. 

Conc/us/on;  Surface  disturbances  from  three  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  four  underground  mines  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approxi  mately  1 1 5.5  acres  of  potential  hab- 
itat for  night-blooming  cereus  and  the  potential 
destruction  of  individuals  in  this  species  within 
the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  14 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads 
would  preclude  the  revegetation  of  21.6  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  on  portions  of  the  WSA 
would  be  disturbed  by  mining  and  motorized  rec- 
reation use. 

Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

The  development  of  four  mines  and  continued 
motorized  recreation  use  would  disturb  the  natu- 
ralness of  the  area  over  the  long  term. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

The  minerals  mined  would  be  used  up  and  irre- 
versibly lost  to  future  use. 

Wilderness  values  could  be  irretrievably  lost  on 
areas  developed  for  mineral  production. 


Ail  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
all  36,870  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-23). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  Alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  36,870  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas  because 
motorized  recreation  use  and  mineral  exploration 
would  be  precluded.  Four  underground  mines,  on 
mining  claims  with  valid  existing  rights,  would  be 
developed  within  the  wilderness  in  a  manner 
affecting  wilderness  values  —  however,  this  use 
would  occur  under  all  alternatives. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  four  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  one  general  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  benefit  the  preservation  of 
natural  values  on  approximately  10.5  acres  by  pre- 
venting soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized 
equipment. 

Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road 
construction  for  the  four  underground  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  directly  im- 
pair naturalness  on  a  total  of  approximately  110 
acres  by  removing  surface  soils  and  vegetation, 
and  recontouring  the  landscape.  All  of  these 
mines  would  be  on  slopes  and  ridges  near  the 
southeastern  boundary  of  the  area.  During  the  life 
of  the  mining  operations,  the  disturbances  would 
involve  minetunnels,  structures,  motorized  equip- 
ment, tailings  piles  and  access  roads.  Following 
abandonment  of  the  operations  and  reclamation, 
the  disturbances  would  involve  only  small  areas 
around  the  tunnels  (covering  not  more  than  one 
acre  each).  The  visitor's  perception  of  natural- 
ness would  be  lost  or  impaired  during  the  life  of 
the  mining  operations  on  approximately  1,200 
acres  —  where  the  operations  would  be  visible 
within  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  25 
miles  (30  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without  motor 
vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revegetate 
and  recontourthrough  natural  processes.  The  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  5,900  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 
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The  natural  character  of  approximately  two 
acres  would  be  disturbed  by  construction  of  two 
apron  wildlife  water  catchments.  Soil  and  plants 
would  be  removed  during  construction  to  accom- 
modate the  facilities,  but  would  be  reused  to  help 
conceal  the  developments.  The  man-made  struc- 
tures would  remain  on-site  indefinitely,  but  would 
blend  in  with  their  surroundings  through  design 
and  placement  considerations.  The  surrounding 
construction  areas  would  be  revegetated  and 
recontoured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place. 
The  visibility  of  the  catchments  would  reduce  the 
visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  on  approxi- 
mately 80  acres  surrounding  the  facilities. 


Solitude 

Precluding  four  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  one  general  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  preserveopportunitiesforsol- 
itude  during  the  time  when  exploration  would 
otherwise  have  taken  place. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  WSA,  sights  and  sounds  from  the  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  four  underground  mines 
and  four  miles  of  access  road  would  result  in  a 
loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be  noticeable  on 
the  1 10  acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations  and 
on  approximately  1,200  acres  immediately  sur- 
rounding the  operations,  and  would  continue  for 
the  life  of  the  mines.  The  sights  and  sounds  asso- 
ciated with  the  mines  would  include  noise  and 
dust  from  motorized  equipment,  vehicular  traffic 
and  human  activity  at  the  operations  and  along 
the  access  roads. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  25 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  5,900  acres  of 
the  WSA  presently  subject  to  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  480  to  675  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreation  ists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  — 
especially  in  the  interior  drainages. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  periodic  burro  round- 
ups (which  would  entail  the  use  of  helicopters) 
would  impair  opportunities  for  solitude  over  por- 
tions of  the  WSA.  These  activities  would  be  tem- 
porary in  nature  —  covering  not  more  than  one 
week  every  two  years. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  four  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  one  general  mineral  explora- 


tion program  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  during  those 
periods  when  such  activity  would  otherwise 
occur. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 1 1 0  acres  on  slopes  and  ridges  along  the 
southeastern  edge  of  the  WSA  because  of  the 
development  of  four  underground  mines  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights.  This  loss  would 
continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining  operations. 
Sights  and  sounds  associated  with  development 
and  operation  of  the  four  mines  and  four  miles  of 
vehicle  access  would  impair  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined recreational  opportunities  on  approxi- 
mately 1,200  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
mining  operations.  These  impacts  would  pri- 
marily affect  opportunities  for  hiking  and  horse- 
back riding  along  the  southeastern  edge  of  the 
WSA.  Outstanding  opportunities  for  hiking,  camp- 
ing, photography,  sightseeing,  nature  study  and 
horseback  riding  would  be  available  over  the 
remainder  of  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  25 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

Sights  and  sounds  associated  with  periodic 
burro  roundups  would  temporarily  impair  oppor- 
tunities for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
on  portions  of  the  area. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  bighorn  sheep  and  night- 
blooming  cereus  are  described  in  the  analyses  of 
impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat  and  Special 
Status  Plants  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
across  a  total  of  approximately  34,870  acres  (95 
percent  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  four  compre- 
hensive mineral  exploration  programs  and  one 
general  mineral  exploration  program,  and  by  elim- 
inating motorized  recreation  use  on  25  miles  of 
vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  four  underground  mines 
on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair 
the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  a  total  of 
approximately  1,200  acres  (five  percent  of  the 
WSA). 

Construction  of  two  apron  wildlife  water  catch- 
ments would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natu- 
ralness on  approximately  80  acres. 
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The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  480  to  675  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Periodic  burro  roundups  would  temporarily 
impairopportunitiesforsolitudeand  primitive  rec- 
reation within  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  withdraw 
36,870  acres  from  mineral  entry  under  the  mining 
laws,  subject  to  valid  existing  rights.  One  compre- 
hensive mineral  exploration  program  and  one 
general  mineral  exploration  program  (covering  a 
total  of  five  acres)  would  be  denied  in  the  northern 
portion,  and  three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  (covering  a  total  of  5.5  acres) 
would  be  denied  in  the  southeastern  portion. 

Four  underground  mines  (covering  a  total  of 
approximately  110  acres)  are  projected  to  be 
developed  in  the  southeastern  portion  of  the 
WSA,  on  claims  with  proven  discoveries. 

Because  of  this  alternative,  potential  for 
copper,  gold,  silver  and  manganese  resources 
would  not  be  fully  evaluated  in  the  northern  and 
southeastern  portions  of  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  36,870  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  of  copper, 
gold,  silver  and  manganese  resources  within  the 
WSA  by  curtailing  five  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams. 

Some  of  the  potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  area  would  be  developed  at  four  projected 
mines,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  jUse 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  36,870  acres  and  close  25  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  within  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area  of  an  estimated  320 
VDY  of  motorized  recreation  use  would  result. 

Opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use 
would  be  lost  on  the  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Closing  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  four  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  one  general  mineral  explora- 
tion program  under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative 
would  preserve  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  within  the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approximately  1,200 
acres  by  sightsandsoundsfrom  mining,  construc- 
tion and  traffic  at  four  underground  mines  within 
the  area. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  on  approximately  5,900  acres  within 
the  WSA  by  eliminating  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motor  vehicles.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activi- 
ties that  would  benefit  from  these  actions  include 
horseback  riding,  day  hiking,  backpacking,  rock- 
hounding  and  hunting. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
on  a  total  of  approximately  34,950  acres  in  the 
WSA  by  precluding  five  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use 
on  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approximately  1,200 
acres  by  the  development  of  four  underground 
mines  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  one  estimated  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by: 

—  closing  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  within  the  WSA,  which  would 
restrict  public  access  to  the  site;  and 

—  precluding  four  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  one  general  min- 
eral exploration  program,  which  would 
reduce  surface  disturbances  that  could  other- 
wise impact  the  site. 

Together  these  measures  would  help  prevent 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruction  of 
the  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  this  site. 
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Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  by  precluding 
five  mineral  exploration  programs. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  afford  wil- 
derness protection  for  36,870  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA. 

Within  the  WSA,  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
would  benefit  from:  1)  the  prevention  of  habitat 
loss  resulting  from  surface  disturbance,  and  2) 
the  long-term  rehabilitation  of  habitat  through 
revegetation  of  existing  surface  disturbance.  The 
curtailment  five  mineral  exploration  programs 
would  prevent  surface  disturbance  on  approxi- 
mately 10.5  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habi- 
tat. Closing  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the 
habitat  area  to  motorized  recreation  use  would 
result  in  the  revegetation  of  30  acres  of  existing 
surface  disturbance. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  on  a  total  of 
approximately  110  acres  would  be  lost  because 
of  surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
four  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  10.5  acres  of  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface 
disturbance  from  five  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams. It  would  also  allow  the  rehabilitation  of 
existing  surface  disturbance  on  30  acres  of  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  closing  25  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
four  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 110  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately 10.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted  bat  and 
peregrine  falcon  by  precluding  surface  disturb- 
ance from  five  mineral  exploration  programs 
within  the  36,870-acre  WSA. 


Closing  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion to  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by  min- 
imizing the  potential  of  individuals  and  burrows 
being  crushed  by  vehicles. 

Closing  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  also  preclude  disturbances 
from  motorized  vehicles  at  potential  nest  sites  for 
the  peregrine  falcon  within  the  WSA. 

Habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster, 
spotted  bat  and  peregrine  falcon  could  be  lost  as 
the  result  of  approximately  110  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  from  four  underground  mining  oper- 
ations on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  1 0.5  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster, 
spotted  bat  and  peregrine  falcon  by  precluding 
surface  disturbances  from  five  mineral  explora- 
tion programs.  By  closing  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use,  it  would  also  mini- 
mize the  potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing  des- 
ert tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  their 
burrows,  and  preclude  disturbances  from  motor 
vehicles  at  potential  nest  sites  for  peregrine  fal- 
cons. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
four  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 1 1 0  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted  bat  and  peregrine 
falcon  within  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Wild  Burro  Management 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  preclude 
the  use  of  vehicles  for  access  to  trapping  sites 
within  the  WSA. 

The  large  size  of  the  WSA  would  make  it  difficult 
for  some  burros  to  be  herded  to  the  edge  of  the 
wilderness  where  vehicles  and  traps  would  be 
placed.  Consequently,  burro  roundups  within  the 
area  may  not  be  as  effective,  and  additional  mea- 
sures could  be  needed  to  control  high  burro 
numbers. 

Conclusion:  Restrictions  in  the  use  of  equipment 
for  burro  roundups  within  the  WSA  could  cause 
increased  capture  costs  and  result  in  less  capture 
efficiency. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately 10.5  acres. of  potential  habitat  for  night- 
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blooming  cereus,  and  the  potential  destruction  of 
individuals  in  this  species,  by  precluding  surface 
disturbances  from  five  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams. 

Closing  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  allow  30  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  to  revegetate. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
fourundergroundmineson  claims  with  validexist- 
ing  rights  could  result  in  the  loss  of  individuals 
and  habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  on  a  total 
of  approximately  110  acres  within  the  area. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  1 0.5  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  and  the 
potential  destruction  of  individuals  in  this  species 
by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from  five  min- 
eral exploration  programs.  It  would  also  allow  re- 
vegetation  of  30  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  this 
species  by  closing  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
four  underground  mines  on  claims  with  valid  exist- 
ing rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 110  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  night- 
blooming  cereus  and  the  potential  destruction  of 
individuals  in  this  species. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  onecomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  and  one  general  mineral  exploration 
program  would  benefit  the  preservation  of  natural 
values  on  approximately  five  acres  by  preventing 
soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized  equip- 
ment. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  17 
miles  (20.4  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without 
motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revege- 
tate and  recontour  through  natural  processes. 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  4,000  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

The  natural  character  of  approximately  two 
acres  would  be  disturbed  by  construction  of  two 
apron  wildlife  water  catchments.  Soil  and  plants 
would  be  removed  during  construction  to  accom- 
modate the  facilities,  but  would  be  reused  to  help 
conceal  the  developments.  The  man-made  struc- 
tures would  remain  on  site  indefinitely,  but  would 
blend  in  with  their  surroundings  through  design 
and  placement  considerations.  The  surrounding 
construction  areas  would  be  revegetated  and 
recontoured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place. 
The  visibility  of  the  catchments  would  reduce  the 
visitor's  perception  of  naturalness-  on  approxi- 
mately 80  acres  surrounding  the  facilities. 


Enhanced  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative  for  the 
Trigo  Mountains  WSA  would  designate  34,240 
acres  as  wilderness  and  would  not  designate 
2,630  acres.  This  alternative  differs  from  the  All 
Wilderness  alternative  in  that  the  southeast 
boundary  was  adjusted  to  allow  for  developing  a 
highly  mineralized  area  (Map  2-24). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Area  Proposed  for  Wilderness 
Designation 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative  would 
provide  long-term  management  protection  for  wil- 
derness values  on  34,240  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wil- 
derness values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas 
because  motorized  recreation  use  and  mineral 
exploration  would  be  precluded. 


Solitude 

Precluding  onecomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  and  one  general  mineral  exploration 
program  would  preserve  opportunities  for  soli- 
tude during  the  time  when  exploration  would 
otherwise  have  taken  place. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  17 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  4,000  acres  of 
the  designated  area  presently  subject  to  the 
sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  300  to  550  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  — 
especially  in  the  interior  drainages. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  periodic  burro  round- 
ups (which  would  entail  the  use  of  helicopters) 
would  impair  opportunities  for  solitude  over  por- 
tions of  the  WSA.  These  activities  would  be  tem- 
porary in  nature  —  covering  not  more  than  one 
week  every  two  year. 
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Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  onecomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  and  one  general  mineral  exploration 
program  would  preserve  opportunities  for  primi- 
tive and  unconfined  recreation  during  those  peri- 
ods when  such  activity  would  otherwise  occur. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  17 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  designated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 

Sights  and  sounds  associated  with  periodic 
burro  roundups  would  temporarily  impair  oppor- 
tunities for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
on  portions  of  the  area. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  bighorn  sheep  and  night- 
blooming  cereus  are  described  in  the  analyses  of 
impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat  and  Special 
Status  Plants  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude,  and  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
34,1 60  acres  (99  percent  of  the  designated  portion 
of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  one  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  program  and  one  general  min- 
eral exploration  program,  and  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  17  miles  of  vehicle 
ways. 

Construction  of  two  apron  wildlife  water  catch- 
ments would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natu- 
ralness on  approximately  80  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  300  to  550  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Periodic  burro  roundups  would  temporarily 
impair  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  rec- 
reation within  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  34,240  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  Enhanced  Wilderness 
alternative  would  result  in  the  denial  of  one  com- 
prehensive mineral  exploration  program  and  one 
general  mineral  exploration  program  (covering  a 
total  of  approximately  five  acres).  Because  of  this 
denial,  potential  gold  and  manganese  mineral 
resources  within  the  northern  portion  of  the  area 
would  not  be  fully  evaluated. 


Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  34,240  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  of  potential 
gold  and  manganese  resources  in  the  northern 
portion  of  the  designated  area  by  curtailing  two 
mineral  exploration  programs. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Underthe£n/?ancedM//7dernessaltemative,wil- 
demessdesignation  would  prohibit  motorized  rec- 
reation use  on  34,240  acres  and  close  17  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  within  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area  of  an  estimated  180 
VDY  of  motorized  recreation  use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  17  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA, 
some  of  the  displaced  motorized  recreation  users 
could  find  comparable  opportunities  on  the  8 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  accessing  the  2,630-acre 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Closing  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  onecomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  and  one  general  mineral  exploration 
program  under  the  Enhanced  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  preserve  opportunities  for  nonmoto- 
rized recreation  use  within  the  designated  portion 
of  the  WSA. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  approximately  4,000  acres 
within  the  area  by  eliminating  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motor  vehicles  along  17  miles  of  vehicle 
ways.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activities  that 
would  benefit  from  these  actions  include  horse- 
back riding,  day  hiking,  backpacking,  rockhound- 
ing  and  hunting. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
on  all  34,240  acres  in  the  designated  portion  of 
the  WSA  by  precluding  two  mineral  exploration 
programs  and  eliminating  motorized  recreation 
use  on  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Enhanced 
Wilderness  alternative  would  provide  additional 
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protection  for  one  estimated  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  site  by: 

—  closing  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  within  the  designated  portion 
of  the  WSA,  which  would  restrict  public 
access  to  the  site;  and 

—  precluding  two  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams, which  would  reduce  surface  disturb- 
ances that  could  otherwise  impact  the  site. 

Together  these  measures  would  help  prevent 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruction  of 
the  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  the  site. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use  and  precluding  two 
mineral  exploration  programs  within  the  desig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative  would 
place  34,240  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  hab- 
itat within  the  WSA  under  wilderness  designation. 

Within  the  designated  area,  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  would  benefit  from:  1)  the  preven- 
tion of  habitat  loss  resulting  from  surface  disturb- 
ance, and  2)  the  long-term  rehabilitation  of  hab- 
itat through  revegetation  of  existing  surface 
disturbance.  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
clude onecomprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram and  one  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  thus 
preventing  approximately  five  acres  of  surface  dis- 
turbance. Existing  surface  disturbance  on  20.4 
acres  would  revegetate  as  a  result  of  closing  17 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  five  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface  dis- 
turbance from  two  mineral  exploration  programs. 
It  would  also  allow  the  rehabilitation  of  existing 
surface  disturbance  on  20.4  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  by  closing  17  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Interior,  Trigo  Mountains  WSA 


373 


ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 

Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Enhanced 
Wilderness  alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  five  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted  bat  and 
peregrine  falcon  by  precluding  surface  disturb- 
ances from  one  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  and  one  general  mineral  exploration 
program  within  the  34,240-acre  designated  area. 

Closing  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  provide  further  protection 
for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by  min- 
imizing the  potential  of  individuals  and  burrows 
from  being  crushed  by  motor  vehicles. 

Closing  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  also  preclude  disturbances 
from  motorized  vehicles  at  potential  nesting  sites 
for  the  peregrine  falcon  within  the  designated 
area. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  five  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster, 
spotted  bat  and  peregrine  falcon  by  precluding 
surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  explora- 
tion programs.  By  closing  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use,  it  would  also  mini- 
mize the  potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing  des- 
ert tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  their 
burrows,  and  preclude  disturbances  from  motor 
vehicles  at  potential  nest  sites  for  peregrine  fal- 
cons. 


approximately  five  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
night-blooming  cereus  and  the  potential  destruc- 
tion of  individuals  in  this  species  by  precluding 
surface  disturbances  from  one  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  program  and  one  general  min- 
eral exploration  program. 

Closing  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  allow  20.4  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  to  revegetate. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  five  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  and  the 
potential  destruction  of  individuals  in  this  species 
by  precluding  surface  disturbances  from  two  min- 
eral exploration  programs.  It  would  also  allow  re- 
vegetation  of  20.4  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
this  species  by  closing  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Area  Recommended  for  Uses 
Other  Than  Wilderness 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Wilderness  values  on  the  portion  of  the  WSA 
not  designated  wilderness  (2,630  acres)  would 
not  receive  the  management  protection  provided 
by  wilderness  designation.  Overthe  long  term,  wil- 
derness values  in  certain  areas  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use, 
mineral  exploration  activities  and  four  anticipated 
mining  ventures. 


Impacts  on  Wild  Burro  Management 

The  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative  would 
preclude  the  use  of  vehicles  for  access  to  trapping 
sites  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

The  large  size  of  the  proposed  wilderness 
would  make  it  difficult  for  some  burros  to  be 
herded  to  the  edge  of  the  designated  wilderness, 
where  vehicles  and  traps  would  be  placed.  Con- 
sequently, burro  roundups  within  the  area  may 
not  be  as  effective  and  additional  measures  could 
be  required  to  control  high  burro  numbers. 

Conclusion:  Restrictions  in  the  use  of  equipment 
for  burro  roundups  within  the  designated  portion 
of  the  WSA  could  cause  increased  capture  costs 
and  result  in  less  capture  efficiency. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Enhanced 
Wilderness  alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of 


Naturalness 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  5.5  acres  by  removing  surface 
vegetation  and  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term  the  nat- 
ural character  of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased  im- 
pacts of  the  exploration  programs. 

Four  underground  mines  would  be  developed 
and  supported  by  four  miles  of  access  road.  All 
of  these  mines  would  be  on  slopes  and  ridges  near 
the  southeastern  boundary  of  the  WSA.  Mining, 
processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road  construc- 
tion for  these  mines  would  directly  impair  natural- 
ness on  a  total  of  approximately  110  acres  by 
removing  surface  soils  and  vegetation  and  recont- 
ouring  the  landscape.  During  the  life  of  the  mining 
operations,  the  disturbances  would  involve  mine 
tunnels,  structures,  motorized  equipment,  tail- 
ings piles  and  access  roads.  Following  abandon- 
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ment  of  the  operations  and  reclamation,  the  dis- 
turbances would  involve  only  small  areas  around 
the  tunnels  (covering  not  more  than  one  acre 
each).  The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness 
would  be  lost  or  impaired  during  the  life  of  the  min- 
ing operations  on  approximately  1,200  acres  — 
where  the  operations  would  be  visible  within  the 
area. 

The  natural  character  of  approximately  five 
acres  would  be  disturbed  by  the  removal  of  soil 
and  plants  for  development  of  a  horse  camp  along 
Clip  Wash.  The  parking  lot,  water  troughs,  vault 
toilets,  corrals  and  fire  rings  at  the  camp  would 
remain  on-site  indefinitely.  The  surrounding  con- 
struction area  would  be  revegetated  and  recon- 
toured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place.  The 
visibility  of  the  horse  camp  would  reduce  the  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  on  approximately 
35  acres  surrounding  the  development. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  eight  miles  (9.6 
acres)  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  (4.8  acres) 
of  new  mine  roads  within  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA  would  continue  to  impair  the  wil- 
derness value  of  naturalness.  With  continued 
motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  and  mine 
roads  would  not  revegetate  or  recontour  through 
natural  processes.  The  visitor's  perception  of 
naturalness  would  consequently  be  impaired  over 
approximately  2,400  acres  —  the  immediate  area 
of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area  from  which  the 
vehicle  ways  are  visible. 


Solitude 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
around  5.5  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  the  development  and 
operation  of  four  underground  mines  and  four 
miles  of  access  road  would  result  in  a  loss  of  sol- 
itude. This  loss  would  be  noticeable  on  the  110 
acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations  and  on 
approximately  1,200  acres  immediately  surround- 
ing the  operations,  and  would  continue  for  the  life 
of  the  mines.  The  sights  and  sounds  associated 
with  the  mines  would  include  noise  and  dust  from 
motorized  equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and 
human  activity  at  the  operations  and  along  the 
access  roads. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  eight  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles 
of  mine  road  would  continue  to  impair  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Visitors  would  see  or  hear  the 
motorized  vehicles  that  use  these  ways  and  roads 
on  approximately  2,400  acres  within  the  nondesig- 
nated area. 


The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  275  to  500  VDY  and  in  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  from  80  to  150  VDY  would  increase 
the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreation- 
ists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude 
within  the  area. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  5.5  acres  —  the  result  of  mechanical 
equipment  operation  and  the  presence  of  explo- 
ration teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 110  acres  on  slopes  and  ridges  along  the 
southeastern  edge  of  the  WSA  because  of  mineral 
development  on  four  mines.  This  loss  would  con- 
tinue for  the  life  of  the  mining  operations.  Sights 
and  sounds  associated  with  development  and 
operation  of  the  four  mines  and  four  miles  of  vehi- 
cle access  would  impair  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreational  opportunities  on  approximately 
1,200  acres  immediately  surrounding  the  mining 
operations.  These  impacts  would  primarily  affect 
opportunities  for  hiking  and  horseback  riding 
along  the  southeastern  edge  of  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  eight  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  road  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  due  to  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  275  to  500  VDY  would  increase  the  like- 
lihood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  the  area. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  bighorn  sheep  and  night- 
blooming  cereus  are  described  in  the  analyses  of 
impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat  and  Special 
Status  Plants  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Three  comprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  the  development  of  four 
underground  mines  would  impair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  rec- 
reation on  a  total  of  approximately  1 ,200  acres  (46 
percent  of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  eight  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
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ness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approx- 
imately 2,400  acres  (91  percent  of  the  WSA).  The 
projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use 
from  275  to  500  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Development  of  one  horse  camp  would  impair 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on  approxi- 
mately 35  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation usefrom80to  150  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

The  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative  would 
allow  mineral  entry  on  2,630  acres  of  public  land. 

Three  comprehensive  exploration  programs 
would  occur,  and  four  underground  mines  would 
be  developed  in  the  southeastern  portion  of  the 
nondesignated  area.  Because  of  these  mining 
activities,  the  area's  potential  mineral  resources 
would  be  evaluated  and  fully  developed. 

Conclusion:  Potential  mineral  resources  within 
the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be 
fully  evaluated  in  three  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  developed  at  four  projected  mines. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative, 
eight  miles  of  vehicle  ways  on  2,630  acres  would 
remain  available  for  motorized  recreation  use. 

Because  of  the  closure  of  17  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  in  the  designated  area  (which  would  dis- 
place motorized  use  to  this  area)  and  because  of 
regional  population  growth,  BLM  estimates  that 
motorized  recreation  use  would  increase  to  500 
VDY  from  275  VDY.  This  82  percent  increase 
would  not  change  the  quality  of  motorized  recre- 
ation opportunities  because  there  is  sufficient 
area  to  absorb  the  increase. 

Conclusion:  An  82  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  would  not  impair  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  on  the  eight  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Enhanced  Wilderness  alternative, 
nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would  be 
impaired  over  an  area  of  approximately  1,200 


acres  by  sights  and  sounds  from  mining,  construc- 
tion and  traffic  at  four  underground  mines  within 
the  area.  Temporary  impairment  would  also  result 
from  three  mineral  exploration  programs  in  the 
area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation  use. 
Nonmotorized  recreation ists  would  be  subjected 
to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  recreation 
use,  especially  along  the  eight  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  four  miles  of  new  mine  road.  An  esti- 
mated 2,400  acres  would  be  affected  —  the  area 
on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle  ways  where  motor- 
ized vehicles  could  be  seen  and  heard  by  nonmot- 
orized recreationists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  82  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  impaired  across  a  total  of 
approximately  1 ,200  acres  (46  percent  of  the  non- 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  three  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  the  development  of 
four  underground  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 2,400  acres  (91  percent  of  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  eight  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four 
miles  of  mine  roads.  These  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  an  82  percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Nondesignation  of  this  2,630-acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any  significant 
cultural  resources,  as  no  potentially  eligible  Na- 
tional Register  sites  are  projected  to  be  located 
inside  of  the  designated  area. 

Conclusion:  Nonwilderness  designation  of  this 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any 
significant  cultural  resources. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Within  the  nondesignated  area,  2,630  acres  of 
crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  would  not  have  the 
protection  wilderness  designation  would  provide. 
As  a  result,  some  of  this  habitat  would  be  lost 
because  of  surface  disturbances  from  mining 
activities.  Four  underground  mines  would  be  de- 
veloped in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  causing 
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approximately  110  acres  of  surface  disturbance. 
Three  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  disturb  another  5.5  acres  of  habitat. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  eight  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  (9.6  acres)  and  four  miles  of  new 
mine  roads  (4.8  acres)  would  not  revegetate 
because  of  continued  motorized  recreation  use. 
As  a  result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that 
is  affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be 
rehabilitated. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  three  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  four  underground  mines  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  115.5  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  eight 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads 
would  preclude  rehabilitation  of  14.4  acres  of  sur- 
face disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  three  comprehen- 
sive mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  four  underground  mines  within  the  non- 
designated  area  could  cause  a  loss  of  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted  bat  and 
peregrine  falcon  on  a  total  of  approximately  1 1 5.5 
acres. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  eight  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  new  mine  roads 
within  the  nondesignated  area  would  continue  to 
occasionally  result  in  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  being  crushed  by  vehicles. 
The  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals 
would  be  crushed  along  vehicle  ways  and  mine 
roads  in  the  foothill  portions  of  the  area.  In  addi- 
tion, desert  tortoise  individuals  and  their  burrows 
(which  are  concentrated  in  wash  areas)  would  be 
crushed  in  washes  that  are  accessible  to  motor- 
ized vehicles. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  the  eight  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four 
miles  of  new  mine  roads  within  the  nondesignated 
area  would  continue  to  disturb  potential  nesting 
sites  for  the  peregrine  falcon. 

Conc/us/on:Surfacedisturbancesfrom  three  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  four  underground  mines  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  1 1 5.5  acres  of  potential  hab- 
itat for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted 
bat  and  peregrine  falcon  within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  eight  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would  con- 


tinue to  occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  and 
Gila  monster  individuals,  and  to  disturb  potential 
nesting  sites  for  peregrine  falcons. 


Impacts  on  Wild  Burro  Management 

Wild  burro  roundups  are  not  anticipated  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  under  the  En- 
hanced Wilderness  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wild  burro  roundups  are  not  antici- 
pated in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Surface  disturbances  from  three  comprehen- 
sive mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  four  underground  mines  could  result 
in  the  loss  of  individuals  and  habitat  for  the  night- 
blooming  cereus  on  a  total  of  approximately  115.5 
acres  in  the  nondesignated  area. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  eight 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads 
would  preclude  the  revegetation  of  14.4  acres  of 
existing  surface  disturbance  on  potential  habitat 
for  night-blooming  cereus. 

Conc/us/on:  Surface  disturbances  from  three  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  four  underground  mines  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  115.5  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  and  the  poten- 
tial destruction  of  individuals  in  these  species 
within  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  eight 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads 
would  preclude  the  revegetation  of  14.4  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  release 
36,870  acres  to  other  forms  of  multiple  use  man- 
agement (Map  2-23). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  none  of 
the  Trigo  Mountain  WSA's  wilderness  values 
would  receive  the  management  protection  pro- 
vided by  wilderness  designation.  Over  the  long 
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term,  wilderness  values  in  certain  areas  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use, 
mineral  exploration  and  four  anticipated  mining 
ventures. 


Naturalness 

Four  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  one  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  10.5  acres  by  removing  surface 
vegetation  and  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term,  the  nat- 
ural characterofthearea would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased 
impacts  of  the  exploration  programs. 

Four  underground  mines  would  be  developed 
and  supported  by  four  miles  of  access  road.  All 
of  these  mines  would  be  on  slopes  and  ridges  near 
the  southeastern  boundary  of  the  WSA.  Mining, 
processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road  construc- 
tion forthese  mines  would  directly  impair  natural- 
ness on  a  total  of  approximately  110  acres  by 
removing  surface  soils  and  vegetation  and  recont- 
ouring  the  landscape.  During  the  life  of  the  mining 
operations,  the  disturbances  would  involve  mine 
tunnels,  structures,  motorized  equipment,  tail- 
ings piles  and  access  roads.  Following  abandon- 
ment of  the  operations  and  reclamation,  the  dis- 
turbances would  involve  only  small  areas  around 
the  tunnels  (covering  not  more  than  one  acre 
each).  The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness 
would  be  lost  or  impaired  during  the  lifeof  the  min- 
ing operations  on  approximately  1,200  acres  — 
where  the  operations  would  be  visible  within  the 
WSA. 

The  natural  character  of  five  acres  would  be  dis- 
turbed by  the  removal  of  soil  and  plants  for  devel- 
opment of  a  horse  camp  along  Clip  Wash.  The 
parking  lot,  water  troughs,  vault  toilets,  corrals 
and  fire  rings  at  the  camp  would  remain  on-site 
indefinitely.  The  surrounding  construction  area 
would  be  revegetated  and  recontoured  as  soon  as 
the  facilities  are  in  place.  The  visibility  of  the  horse 
camp  would  reduce  the  visitor's  perception  of  na- 
turalness on  approximately  35  acres  surrounding 
the  development. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  25  miles  (30 
acres)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natural- 
ness. With  continued  motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehi- 
cle ways  would  not  revegetate  or  recontour 
through  natural  processes.  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  consequently  be 
impaired  over  approximately  5,900  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 


The  natural  character  of  approximately  two 
acres  would  be  disturbed  by  construction  of  two 
apron  wildlife  water  catchments.  Soil  and  plants 
would  be  removed  during  construction  to  accom- 
modate the  facilities,  but  would  be  reused  to  help 
conceal  the  developments.  The  man-made  struc- 
tures would  remain  on-site  indefinitely,  but  would 
blend  in  with  their  surroundings  through  design 
and  placement  considerations.  The  surrounding 
construction  areas  would  be  revegetated  and 
recontoured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place. 
The  visibility  of  the  catchments  would  reduce  the 
visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  on  approxi- 
mately 80  acres  surrounding  the  facilities. 


Solitude 

Four  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  one  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
around  10.5  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longer  than  one 
month  for  each  exploration  program. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  the  development  and 
operation  of  four  underground  mines  and  four 
miles  of  access  road  would  result  in  a  loss  of  sol- 
itude. This  loss  would  be  noticeable  on  the  110 
acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations  and  on 
approximately  1 ,200  acres  immediately  surround- 
ing the  operations,  and  would  continue  for  the  life 
of  the  mines,  The  sights  and  sounds  associated 
with  the  mines  would  include  noise  and  dust  from 
motorized  equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and 
human  activity  at  the  operations  and  along  the 
access  roads. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of 
mine  road  would  continue  to  impair  opportunities 
for  solitude.  Visitors  would  see  or  hear  the  motor- 
ized vehicles  that  use  these  ways  and  roads  on 
approximately  6,400  acres  within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increases  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  320  to  585  VDY  and  in  nonmoto- 
rized  recreation  use  from  480  to  715  VDY  would 
increase  the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other 
recreationists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  area  . 

Sights  and  sounds  from  periodic  burro  round- 
ups (which  would  entail  the  use  of  helicopters  and 
motor  vehicles)  would  impair  opportunities  for 
solitude  over  portions  of  the  WSA.  These  activi- 
ties would  be  temporary  in  nature  —  covering  not 
more  than  one  week  every  two  years. 
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Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Four  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams and  one  general  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  10.5  acres  —  the  result  of  mechanical 
equipment  operation  and  the  presence  of  explo- 
ration teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 110  acres  on  slopes  and  ridges  along  the 
southeastern  edge  of  the  WSA  because  of  mineral 
development  on  four  underground  mines.  This 
loss  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining  op- 
erations. Sights  and  sounds  associated  with  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  the  four  mines  and  four 
miles  of  vehicle  access  would  impair  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreational  opportunities  on  approx- 
imately 1 ,200  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
mining  operations.  These  impacts  would  primar- 
ily affect  opportunities  for  hiking  and  horseback 
riding  along  the  southeastern  edge  of  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  25  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  road  would  continue 
to  impair  opportunities  for  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined recreation  due  to  visitor  encounters  with 
motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  320  to  585  VDY  would  increase  the  like- 
lihood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  recre- 
ation users,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
primitive  recreation  within  the  area. 

Sights  and  sounds  associated  with  periodic 
burro  roundups  would  temporarily  impair  oppor- 
tunities for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
on  portions  of  the  area. 


320  to  585  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Development  of  one  horse  camp  and  construc- 
tion of  two  apron  wildlife  water  catchments  would 
impair  the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on  ap- 
proximately 115  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  480  to  715  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Periodic  burro  roundups  would  temporarily 
impairopportunitiesforsolitudeand  primitive  rec- 
reation within  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  28,620 
acres  of  public  land  in  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  entry  under  the  mining  laws.  (The 
remaining  8,250  acres  are  under  U.S.  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  withdrawal,  and  would  remain 
closed  to  mineral  entry.) 

It  is  estimated  that  four  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  one  general  mineral 
exploration  program  (covering  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 10.5  acres)  would  be  undertaken  and  four 
underground  mines  (covering  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 1 1 0  acres)  would  eventually  be  developed. 
As  a  result,  potential  mineral  resources  would  be 
fully  evaluated  and  developed  on  lands  that  are 
not  under  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawal  in 
this  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Potential  mineral  resources  on  lands 
that  are  not  under  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdra- 
wal would  be  fully  evaluated  in  five  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  developed  at  four  projected 
mines. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  bighorn  sheep  and  night- 
blooming  cereus  are  described  in  the  analyses  of 
impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat  and  Special 
Status  Plants  for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Four  comprehensive  mineral  ex- 
ploration programs,  one  general  mineral  explora- 
tion program  and  the  development  of  four  under- 
ground mines  would  impair  the  wilderness  values 
of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
on  a  total  of  approximately  1 ,200  acres  (three  per- 
cent of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  25  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue 
to  impairthe  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  sol- 
itude and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately 
6,400  acres  (17  percent  of  the  WSA).  The  pro- 
jected increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  from 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  25  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  new  mine  road 
on  36,870  acres  would  be  available  for  motorized 
recreation  use.  Because  of  regional  population 
growth,  BLM  estimates  that  motorized  recreation 
use  would  increase  to  585  VDY  from  320  VDY. 
While  this  83  percent  increase  would  periodically 
lessen  motorized  recreation  opportunities  due  to 
overcrowding  on  heavy  use  periods,  the  resource 
is  generally  adequate  to  accommodate  this 
growth  without  impairing  opportunities  for  motor- 
ized recreation. 

Conclusion:  An  estimated  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  to  585  VDY  from  320  VDY  would 
not  affect  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation 
use  on  the  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles 
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of  mine  roads  in  the  WSA,  except  for  some  impair- 
ment during  heavy  use  periods. 


impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  nonmoto- 
rized recreation  opportunities  would  be  impaired 
over  an  area  of  approximately  1,200  acres  by 
sights  and  sounds  from  mining,  construction  and 
traffic  at  four  underground  mines  within  the  area. 
Temporary  impairment  would  also  result  from  five 
mineral  exploration  programs  in  the  area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation 
use.  Nonmotorized  recreationists  would  be  sub- 
jected to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  rec- 
reational use,  especially  along  the25  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  four  miles  of  new  mine  roads.  An 
estimated  6,400  acres  would  be  affected  —  the 
area  on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle  ways  where 
motorized  vehicles  could  be  seen  and  heard  by 
nonmotorized  recreationists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  83  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 1 ,200  acres  (three  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
five  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  four  underground  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 6,400  acres  (17  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
motorized  recreation  use  on  25  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads.  These  oppor- 
tunities would  be  further  impaired  by  an  83  per- 
cent increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  certain 
uses  and  activities  could  have  an  adverse  effect 
on  one  estimated  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister site.  The  uses  and  activities  which  could 
impact  the  integrity  of  this  cultural  resource  site 
are  - 

—  increased  visitation  by  motorized  and  non- 
motorized  recreation  users  (including  hunt- 
ers and  hikers),  who  could  impact  this  site  by 
various  forms  of  site  use  ranging  from  casual 
disturbance  to  vandalism  or  destruction. 

—  mining  activities,  including  exploration  and 
the  excavation  of  less  than  five  acres  (without 


the  benefit  of  a  cultural  resource  evalua- 
tion as  required  by  a  plan  of  operation  for 
larger  acreages),  which  could  damage  or 
destroy  this  site  by  surface  disturbance. 

Surface  disturbances  from  mining  operations 
in  the  southeastern  corner  of  the  WSA  would  not 
affect  cultural  resources,  as  no  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  sites  are  projected  in  the  area 
covered  by  these  activities. 

Conclusion:  One  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister site  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandal  ism  and  site  destruction  result- 
ing from  increased  visitation  by  recreation  users, 
and  surface  disturbances  resulting  from  mineral 
exploration. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  36,870 
acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  within  the 
WSA  would  not  have  the  protection  wilderness 
designation  would  provide.  As  a  result,  some  of 
this  habitat  would  be  lost  because  of  surface  dis- 
turbances from  mining  activities.  Four  under- 
ground mines  would  be  developed  in  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat,  causing  approximately  110 
acres  of  surface  disturbance.  Five  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  would  disturb  an  additional  10.5 
acres  of  habitat.  The  loss  of  habitat  from  these  dis- 
turbances would  persist  until  the  operations  are 
abandoned  and  fully  rehabilitated. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  25  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  (30  acres)  and  four  miles  of  new 
mine  roads  (4.8  acres)  would  not  revegetate 
because  of  continued  motorized  recreation  use. 
As  a  result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that 
is  affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be 
rehabilitated. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  five  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  four  underground  mines  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  120.5  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  25 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads 
would  preclude  rehabilitation  of  34.8  acres  of  sur- 
face disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  five  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  the  development  of  four  under- 
ground mines  within  the  WSA  could  cause  a  loss 
of  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster, 
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spotted  bat  and  peregrine  falcon  by  directly  dis- 
turbing a  total  of  approximately  120.5  acres. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  25  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  within  the 
WSA  would  continue  to  occasionally  result  in  des- 
ert tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  being 
crushed  by  vehicles.  The  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  would  be  crushed  along  vehi- 
cle ways  and  mine  roads  in  the  foothill  portions 
of  the  area.  In  addition,  desert  tortoise  individuals 
and  their  burrows  (which  are  concentrated  in 
wash  areas)  would  be  crushed  in  washes  that  are 
accessible  to  motorized  vehicles. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  the  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles 
of  new  mine  roads  within  the  nondesignated  area 
would  continue  to  disturb  potential  nesting  sites 
for  the  peregrine  falcon. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  five  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  four  underground  mines  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  1 20.5  acres  of  potential  hab- 
itat for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster,  spotted 
bat  and  peregrine  falcon  within  the  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  25  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue 
to  occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals,  and  to  disturb  potential  nest- 
ing sites  for  peregrine  falcons. 


Impacts  on  Wild  Burro  Management 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  not  impair 
the  efficiency  of  wild  burro  roundups  in  the  WSA. 

Vehicle  access  on  25  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
within  the  WSA  ensure  continued  efficient  efforts 
to  round  up  excess  burros  in  the  Trigo  Mountains 
area. 

Conclusion:  Wild  burro  roundups  in  the  WSA 
would  proceed  as  planned. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Surface  disturbances  from  five  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  the  development  of  four  under- 
ground mines  could  result  in  the  loss  of  individ- 
uals and  habitat  for  the  night-blooming  cereus  on 
approximately  120.5  acres  in  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  25 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  new  mine 
roads  would  preclude  the  revegetation  of  34.8 
acres  of  existing  surface  disturbance  on  potential 
habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus. 


Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  five  min- 
eral exploration  programs  and  the  development 
of  four  underground  mines  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  approximately  1 20.5  acres  of  potential  hab- 
itat for  night-blooming  cereus  and  the  potential 
destruction  of  individuals  in  this  species  within 
the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  25 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  four  miles  of  mine  roads 
would  preclude  the  revegetation  of  34.8  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


KOFA  UNIT  3  SOUTHERN 

ADDITION 
(AZ-050-31)  -  3,400  Acres 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  3,400  acres 
to  other  resources  uses  (Map  2-25). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  not  provide  long-term  management 
protection  for  wilderness  values  in  the  3,400-acre 
WSA.  Overthe  long  term,  wilderness  values  in  cer- 
tain areas  would  be  adversely  impacted  by  motor- 
ized recreation  use. 

Naturalness 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  three  miles  (3.6 
acres)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natural- 
ness. With  continued  motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehi- 
cle ways  would  not  revegetate  or  recontour 
through  natural  processes.  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  consequently  be 
impaired  over  approximately  1,360  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

Solitude 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  continue 
to   impair   opportunities   for   solitude.   Visitors 
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View  east  across  Kofa  Unit  3  Southern  Addition  WSA 


would  see  or  hear  the  motorized  vehicles  that  use 
these  ways  on  approximately  1,360  acres  within 
the  WSA. 

The  projected  increases  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  285  to  545  VDY  and  in  nonmoto- 
rized  recreation  use  from  15  to  30  VDY  would 
increase  the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other 
recreationists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  area. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  would  continue  to  impair  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  due  to  vis- 
itor encounters  with  motorized  vehicles  within  the 
WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  285  to  545  VDY  would  increase  the  like- 
lihood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  the  area. 


Special  Features 

Impactson  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  night- 
blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla  are 
described  in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Special 
Status  Wildlife  Species  and  Special  Status  Plants 
for  this  alternative. 


Conclusion:  Motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  continue  to  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  approximately  1 ,360  acres 
(40  percent  of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase 
in  motorized  recreation  use  from  285  to  545  VDY 
would  further  impair  solitude  and  primitive  recre- 
ation opportunities  in  this  area. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  15  to  30  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  on  3,400 
acres  would  be  available  for  motorized  recreation 
use.  Because  of  regional  population  growth,  BLM 
estimates  that  motorized  recreation  use  would 
increase  to  545  VDY  from  285  VDY.  While  this  91 
percent  increase  would  periodically  lessen  motor- 
ized recreation  opportunities  due  to  over- 
crowding on  heavy  use  periods,  the  resource  is 
generally  adequate  to  accommodate  this  growth 
without  impairing  opportunities  for  motorized  rec- 
reation. 

Conclusion:  An  estimated  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  to  545  VDY  from  285  VDY  would 
not  affect  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation 
use  on  the  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  in  the  WSA, 
except  for  some  impairment  during  heavy  use  peri- 
ods. 
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Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized 
recreation  use.  Nonmotorized  recreation  ists 
would  be  subjected  to  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motorized  recreational  use,  especially  along  the 
three  miles  of  vehicle  ways.  An  estimated  1,360 
acres  would  be  affected  —  the  area  on  and  adja- 
cent to  the  vehicle  ways  where  motorized  vehicles 
could  be  seen  and  heard  by  nonmotorized  recrea- 
tionists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  91  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  continue  to  be  lessened  across  approx- 
imately 1,360  acres  (40  percent  of  the  WSA)  be- 
cause of  motorized  recreation  use.  These 
opportunities  would  be  further  impaired  by  a  91 
percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  certain  uses  and  activities  could  have 
an  adverse  effect  on  one  estimated  potentially  el- 
igible National  Register  site.  The  uses  and  activ- 
ities which  could  impact  the  integrity  of  this  cul- 
tural resource  site  include  increased  visitation  by 
motorized  and  nonmotorized  recreation  users 
(including  hunters  and  hikers),  who  could  impact 
this  site  by  various  forms  of  site  use  ranging  from 
casual  disturbance  to  vandalism  or  destruction. 

Conclusion:  One  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister site  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  and  site  destruction  result- 
ing from  increased  visitation  by  recreation  users. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  3,400  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  within  the  WSA  would  not  have  the  protec- 
tion wilderness  designation  would  provide. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  (3.6  acres)  would  not  revegetate 
because  of  continued  motorized  recreation  use. 
As  a  result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that 
is  affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be 
rehabilitated. 


Conclusion:  Continued  motorized  recreation  use 
on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude 
rehabilitation  of  3.6  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  result  in 
desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  being 
crushed  by  motor  vehicles.  The  desert  tortoise 
and  Gila  monster  individuals  would  be  crushed 
along  vehicle  ways  in  the  area.  In  addition,  desert 
tortoise  individuals  and  their  burrows  (which  are 
concentrated  in  wash  areas)  would  be  crushed  in 
washes  that  are  accessible  to  motorized  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  continue  to  occasion- 
ally crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individ- 
uals and  their  burrows. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the  revege- 
tation  of  3.6  acres  of  existing  surface  disturbance 
on  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus 
and  Wiggins'  cholla. 

Conclusion:  Continued  motorized  recreation  use 
on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the 
revegetation  of  3.6  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
night-blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  would  be  impaired  over  40 
percent  of  the  area  by  motorized  recreation  use. 

Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  would 
impair  the  area's  naturalness  in  the  long  term. 
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Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

No  change  from  present. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
3,400  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-25). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  3,400  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas  because 
motorized  recreation  use  would  be  precluded. 

Naturalness 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  (3.6  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without  motor  ve- 
hicle use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revegetate  and 
recontour  through  natural  processes.  The  visit- 
or's perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  1,360  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

Solitude 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  1,360  acres  of 
the  WSA  presently  subject  to  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  15  to  50  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreation  ists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  night- 
blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla  are 
described  in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Special 
Status  Wildlife  Species  and  Special  Status  Plants 
for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
across  3,400  acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  15  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  3,400  acres  and  close  three  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area 
of  an  estimated  285  VDY  of  motorized  recreation 
use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  three  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  within  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA,  some  of  the  displaced  motorized  recreation 
users  could  find  comparable  opportunities  on 
nearby  areas  of  public  land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  within 
the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  the  elimi- 
nation of  motorized  recreation  use  would 
enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation on  approximately  1,360  acres  within  the 
WSA  by  eliminating  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motor  vehicles.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activi- 
ties that  would  benefit  from  these  actions  include 
rockhounding,  day  hiking,  backpacking,  sightsee- 
ing and  camping. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  within  the 
3,400-acre  WSA  by  eliminating  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 
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Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  one  estimated  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use  within  the  WSA. 

The  prohibition  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  restrict  public  access  to  the  site,  which 
would  help  prevent  casual  disturbance,  vandal- 
ism and  site  destruction. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  the  site. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  afford  wil- 
derness protection  for  3,400  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  would  benefit 
from  the  long-term  rehabilitation  of  habitat 
through  revegetation  of  existing  surface  disturb- 
ance: closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within 
the  habitat  area  to  motorized  recreation  use 
would  result  in  revegetation  of  3.6  acres  of  exist- 
ing surface  disturbance. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  allow 
the  rehabilitation  of  existing  surface  disturbance 
on  3.6  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  by 
closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  would  provide  further  protec- 
tion for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by 
minimizing  the  potential  of  individuals  and  bur- 
rows being  crushed  by  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  mini- 
mize the  potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing  des- 
ert tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  their 
burrows  by  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  would  allow  3.6  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  and  Wig- 
gins' cholla  to  revegetate. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  allow 
revegetation  of  3.6  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
night-blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla  by 
closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


KOFA  UNIT  4  NORTHERN 

ADDITION 
(AZ-050-33)  -  1,900  Acres 

Proposed  Action/Partial 
Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Kofa  Unit  4  North- 
em  Addition  WSA  would  designate  1 ,380  acres  as 
wilderness  and  return  520  acres  to  other  resource 
uses.  This  alternative  differs  from  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  in  that  the  northern  and  western 
boundaries  were  adjusted  to  exclude  an  inferred 
zeolite  mineral  deposit,  to  provide  for  a  desig- 
nated utility  corridor,  and  to  follow  distinct  geo- 
graphical features  readily  identifiable  to  the  vis- 
itor (Map  2-26). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Area  Proposed  for  Wilderness 
Designation 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  provide  long-term  management  pro- 
tection for  wilderness  values  on  1 ,380  acres  of  the 
WSA.  Wilderness  values  would  benefit  in  certain 
areas  because  motorized  recreation  use  would  be 
precluded. 

Naturalness 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  .4  mile 
(one-half  acre)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without  motor  ve- 
hicle use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revegetate  and 
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recontour  through  natural  processes.  The  visit- 
or's perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  245  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 


Solitude 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  .4  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportunities  for 
solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see  or  hear 
motorized  vehicles  on  the  245  acres  of  the  desig- 
nated area  presently  subject  to  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  10  to  50  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreation  ists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  .4  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  minimiz- 
ing the  possibility  of  visitorencounters  with  motor- 
ized vehicles  within  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  night- 
blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla  are 
described  in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Special 
Status  Wildlife  Species  and  Special  Status  Plants 
for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  The  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  enhance  and  maintain  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude,  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  1,380 
acres  (100  percent  of  the  designated  portion  of 
the  WSA)  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use 
on  .4  mile  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  10  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  1,380  acres  from  mineral  entry 
under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative  would  not  affect  mineral  resource  de- 
velopment, as  the  area  lacks  high  mineral  poten- 
tial. 

No  mines  or  mineral  exploration  programs  are 
projected  in  the  designated  area. 


View  east  across  Kofa  Unit  4  Northern  Addition  WSA 
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Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  1,380  acres  of  public 
land  would  not  affect  mineral  resource  develop- 
ment, as  no  mines  or  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams are  projected  within  the  designated  area. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  wilderness  designation  would  pro- 
hibit motorized  recreation  use  on  1 ,380  acres  and 
close  .4  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  desig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area 
of  an  estimated  100  VDY  of  motorized  recreation 
use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  .4  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA, 
some  of  the  displaced  motorized  recreation  users 
could  find  comparable  opportunities  on  nearby 
areas  of  public  land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  .4  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  the  elimination  of  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  enhance  opportunities  for  non- 
motorized  recreation  on  approximately  245  acres 
within  the  designated  area  by  eliminating  the 
sights  and  sounds  of  motor  vehicles.  Nonmoto- 
rized recreation  activities  that  would  benefit  from 
these  actions  include  day  hiking,  sightseeing, 
rockhounding  and  hunting. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  within  the 
1 ,380-acre  designated  area  by  eliminating  motor- 
ized recreation  use  on  .4  mile  of  vehicle  ways. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pro- 
videadditionalprotectionforoneestimated  poten- 
tially eligible  National  Register  site  by  closing  .4 
mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use 
within  the  designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

The  prohibition  of  motorized  recreation  use 
within  the  area  would  restrict  public  access  to  the 
site,  which  would  help  prevent  casual  disturb- 
ance, vandalism  and  site  destruction. 


Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  the  site. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  .4  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  place  1,380  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA  under  wilderness 
designation. 

Within  the  designated  area,  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  would  benefit  from  the  long-term 
rehabilitation  of  habitat  through  revegetation  of 
existing  surface  disturbance:  Closing  .4  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  within  the  habitat  area  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  result  in  revegetation  of  one- 
half  acre  of  existing  surface  disturbance. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  allow 
the  rehabilitation  of  existing  surface  disturbance 
on  one-half  acre  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
by  closing  .4  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  rec- 
reation use. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Closing  .4  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  provide  further  protection  for 
the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by  minimiz- 
ing the  potential  of  individuals  and  burrows  being 
crushed  by  motor  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  mini- 
mize the  potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing 
Gila  monster  and  desert  tortoise  individuals  and 
their  burrows  by  closing  .4  mile  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Closing  .4  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  allow  one-half  acre  of  potential 
habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins' 
cholla  to  revegetate. 
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Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  allow 
revegetation  of  one-half  acre  of  potential  habitat 
for  night-blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla  by 
closing  .4  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  rec- 
reation use. 


Area  Recommended  for  Other 
Resource  Uses 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Wilderness  values  on  the  520-acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  returned  to  other  resource  uses  would 
not  receive  the  management  protection  provided 
by  wilderness  designation.  Overthe  long  term,  wil- 
derness values  in  certain  areas  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use, 
mineral  exploration,  one  anticipated  mining  ven- 
ture and  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities. 


Naturalness 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  two  acres  by  removing  vegeta- 
tion and  surface  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term  the  nat- 
ural character  of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased  im- 
pacts of  the  exploration  programs. 

One  small  surface  mine  would  be  developed 
and  supported  by  one  mile  of  upgraded  access 
road.  This  mine  would  be  on  the  western  edge  of 
the  WSA.  Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings 
and  road  construction  forthis  mine  would  directly 
impair  the  natural  character  of  approximately  50 
acres  by  removing  surface  soils  and  vegetation 
and  recontouring  the  landscape.  During  the  life 
of  the  mining  operations,  the  disturbances  would 
involve  a  mine  pit,  structures,  motorized  equip- 
ment, tailings  piles  and  access  roads.  Following 
abandonment  of  the  operations  and  reclamation, 
the  disturbances  would  involve  only  a  small  area 
around  the  pit  (covering  approximately  ten 
acres).  The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness 
would  be  lost  or  impaired  during  the  life  of  the  min- 
ing operations  on  approximately  450  acres  — 
where  the  operations  would  be  visible  within  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  .1  mile  (.1  acre) 
of  vehicle  ways  within  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilder- 
ness value  of  naturalness.  With  continued  motor 
vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  not  revege- 


tate  or  recontour  through  natural  processes.  The 
visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  conse- 
quently be  impaired  over  approximately  60  acres 
—  the  immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the 
larger  area  from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  vis- 
ible. 

Construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline  in  por- 
tions of  the  utility  corridor  that  overlap  the  west- 
ern edge  of  the  WSA  would  impair  naturalness  on 
five  acres  by  removing  vegetation  and  surface 
soils  and  installing  towers  and  lines.  The  surface 
disturbances  in  this  area  would  result  from  the 
use  of  motorized  equipment.  In  addition,  the  vis- 
ibility of  the  surface  disturbances  and  powerline 
facilities  would  impair  the  visitor's  perception  of 
naturalness  over  an  area  of  approximately  450 
acres  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA. 


Solitude 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
around  two  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longerthan  one 
month. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  the  development  and 
operation  of  one  surface  mine  would  result  in  a 
loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be  noticeable  on 
the  50  acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations  and 
on  approximately  450  acres  immediately  sur- 
rounding the  operations,  and  would  continue  for 
the  life  of  the  mines.  The  sights  and  sounds  asso- 
ciated with  the  mine  would  include  noise  and  dust 
from  motorized  equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and 
human  activity  at  the  operations  and  along  the 
access  roads. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  .1  mile  of  vehicle  ways  would  continue  to 
impair  opportunities  for  solitude.  Visitors  would 
see  or  hear  the  motorized  vehicles  that  use  these 
ways  on  approximately  60  acres  within  the  nonde- 
signated area. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  40  to  50  VDY  would  increase  the  possi- 
bility of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  within 
the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities in  the  corridor  along  the  western  boundary 
of  the  WSA  would  periodically  impair  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  users  would  be  likely 
to  see  or  hear  motorized  equipment  and  work 
crews  within  the  450-acre  area  adjacent  to  the 
powerline  during  construction  and  maintenance 
periods. 
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Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  two  acres  —  the  result  of  mechanical 
equipment  operation  and  the  presence  of  explo- 
ration teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  approximately  50 
acres  along  the  western  edge  of  the  WSA  because 
of  mineral  development  on  one  mine.  This  loss 
would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining  opera- 
tions. Sights  and  sounds  associated  with  develop- 
ment and  operation  of  the  mine  would  impair  prim- 
itive and  unconfined  recreational  opportunities 
on  approximately  450  acres  immediately  sur- 
rounding the  mining  operations. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  .1  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  due  to  visitor 
encounters  with  motorized  vehicles  within  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  40  to  50  VDY  would  increase  the  likeli- 
hood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities and  their  associated  motorized  equipment 
usage  would  impair  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  by  causing  visitor 
encounters  with  work  crews  and  motorized  equip- 
ment on  approximately  450  acres  near  the  power- 
line.  Such  impacts  would  be  temporary  in  nature, 
with  the  maintenance  activities  usually  covering 
less  than  one  week  per  year. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  night- 
blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla  are 
described  in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Special 
Status  Wildlife  Species  and  Special  Status  Plants 
for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  One  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  and  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natu- 
ralness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a 
total  of  approximately  450  acres  (87  percent  of  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  .1  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  rec- 
reation on  approximately  60  acres  (12  percent  of 
the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  from  40  to  50  VDY  would  further 


impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  opportu- 
nities in  this  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approx- 
imately 450  acres  (87  percent  of  the  WSA). 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

The  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  allow  mineral  entry  on  520  acres  of 
public  land. 

It  is  estimated  that  one  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  program  (covering  approximately 
two  acres)  would  occur,  and  that  one  small  sur- 
face mine  (covering  approximately  50  acres) 
would  be  developed  in  the  nondesignated  portion 
of  the  WSA.  As  a  result  of  these  activities,  the 
area's  zeolite  resources  would  be  fully  evaluated 
and  developed. 

Conclusion:  Potential  zeolite  resources  within  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  fully 
evaluated  in  one  mineral  exploration  program  and 
developed  at  one  projected  mine. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  .1  mile  of  vehicle  ways  on  520  acres 
would  remain  available  for  motorized  recreation 
use. 

Because  of  the  closure  of  .4  mile  of  vehicle  ways 
in  the  designated  area  (which  would  displace 
motorized  use  to  this  area)  and  because  of 
regional  population  growth,  BLM  estimates  that 
motorized  recreation  use  would  increase  to  50 
VDY  from  40  VDY.  This  25  percent  increase  would 
not  impair  motorized  recreation  opportunities  in 
the  area. 

Conclusion:  A  25  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  would  not  impair  opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation  use  on  the  .1  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approxi- 
mately 450  acres  by  sights  and  sounds  from  min- 
ing, construction  and  traffic  at  one  surface  mine 
within  the  area.  Temporary  impairment  would 
also  result  from  one  mineral  exploration  program 
in  the  area. 
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Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation  use. 
Nonmotorized  recreationists  would  be  subjected 
to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  recreation 
use,  especially  along  the  .1  mile  of  vehicle  ways. 
An  estimated  60  acres  would  be  affected  —  the 
area  on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle  ways  where 
motorized  vehicles  could  be  seen  and  heard  by 
nonmotorized  recreationists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  25  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities would  impair  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  approximately  450  acres  in  por- 
tions of  the  two-mile-long  corridor  within  the  non- 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  impaired  across  a  total  of 
approximately  450  acres  (87  percent  of  the  non- 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA)  by  one  mineral 
exploration  program  and  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 60  acres  (12  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  motor- 
ized recreation  use  on  .1  mile  of  vehicle  ways. 
These  opportunities  would  be  further  impaired  by 
a  25  percent  increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 450  acres  by  powerline  maintenance  activ- 
ities. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Nondesignation  of  this  520-acre  portion  of  the 
WSA  would  probably  notaffect  any  significant  cul- 
tural resources,  as  no  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  sites  are  projected  to  be  located  inside 
the  area. 

Conclusion:  Nondesignation  of  this  portion  of  the 
WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any  significant  cul- 
tural resources. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Within  the  nondesignated  area,  520  acres  of  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat  would  not  have  the  pro- 
tection wilderness  designation  would  provide.  As 
a  result,  some  of  this  habitat  would  be  lost 
because  of  surface  disturbances  from  mining 
activities  and  powerline  construction.  One  mine 


would  be  developed  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  hab- 
itat, causing  approximately  50acres  of  surfacedis- 
turbance.  One  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  disturb  another  two  acres  of 
habitat.  The  loss  of  habitat  from  these  disturb- 
ances would  persist  until  the  operations  are  aban- 
doned and  fully  rehabilitated.  Powerline  construc- 
tion would  disturb  an  additional  five  acres  of 
crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  .1  mile  of  vehi- 
cle ways  (.1  acre)  would  not  revegetate  because 
of  continued  motorized  recreation  use.  As  a 
result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that  is 
affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be  reha- 
bilitated. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  one  min- 
eral exploration  program,  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  and  construction  of  two  miles  of 
powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 57  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  .1  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  rehabilitation  of 
.1  acre  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  one  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  program,  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  and  construction  of  two  miles 
of  powerline  within  the  nondesignated  area  could 
cause  a  loss  of  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila 
monster  and  spotted  bat  by  directly  disturbing  a 
total  of  approximately  57  acres. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  .1  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  result  in  des- 
ert tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  bur- 
rows being  crushed  by  vehicles.  The  desert  tor- 
toise and  Gila  monster  individuals  would  be 
crushed  along  vehicle  ways  in  the  area.  In  addi- 
tion, desert  tortoise  individuals  and  their  burrows 
(which  are  concentrated  in  wash  areas)  would  be 
crushed  in  washes  that  are  accessible  to  motor- 
ized vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  one  min- 
eral exploration  program,  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  and  construction  of  two  miles  of 
powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 57  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise,  Gila  monster  and  spotted  bat  within  the 
nondesignated  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  .1  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  their 
burrows. 
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Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Surface  disturbances  from  one  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  program,  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  and  construction  of  two  miles 
of  powerline  could  result  in  the  loss  of  individuals 
and  habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  and  Wig- 
gins' cholla  on  a  total  of  approximately  57  acres 
within  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  .1  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the  revegetation 
of  .1  acre  of  surface  disturbance  on  potential  hab- 
itat for  night-blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins' 
cholla  within  the  area. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  one  min- 
eral exploration  program,  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  and  construction  of  two  miles  of 
powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 57  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  night- 
blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla,  and  the 
potential  destruction  of  individuals  in  these  spe- 
cies, within  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the 
WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  .1  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the  revegetation 
of  .1  acre  of  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming 
cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  on  portions  of  the  WSA 
would  be  disturbed  by  mineral  development, 
motorized  recreation  use  and  powerline  construc- 
tion. 


Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

The  development  of  one  mine,  continued  motor- 
ized recreation  use  and  powerline  construction 
would  disturb  the  naturalness  of  the  area  over  the 
long  term. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

The  minerals  mined  would  be  used  up  and  irre- 
versibly lost  to  future  use. 


Wilderness  values  could  be  irretrievably 
impaired  on  50  acres  developed  for  minerals  and 
on  five  acres  disturbed  for  powerline  construc- 
tion. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
1,900  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-27). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  Alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  1,900  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas  because 
motorized  recreation  use,  mineral  exploration 
and  powerline  construction  would  be  precluded. 
One  surface  mine,  on  mining  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights,  would  be  developed  within  the  wil- 
derness in  a  manner  affecting  wilderness  values 
—  however,  this  use  would  occur  under  all  alter- 
natives. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  onecomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  benefit  the  preservation  of 
natural  values  on  approximately  two  acres  by  pre- 
venting soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized 
equipment. 

Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings  and  road 
construction  for  one  surface  mine  on  claims  with 
valid  existing  rights  would  directly  impair  the  nat- 
ural character  of  approximately  50  acres  by  remov- 
ing surface  soils  and  vegetation,  and  recontour- 
ing  the  landscape.  This  mine  would  be  on  the 
western  edge  of  the  WSA.  During  the  life  of  the 
mining  operations,  the  disturbances  would 
involve  a  mine  pit,  structures,  motorized  equip- 
ment, tailings  piles  and  access  roads.  Following 
abandonment  of  the  operations  and  reclamation, 
the  disturbances  would  involve  only  a  small  area 
around  the  pit  (covering  approximately  ten 
acres).  The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness 
would  be  lost  or  impaired  during  the  life  of  the  min- 
ing operations  on  approximately  450  acres  — 
where  the  operations  would  be  visible  within  the 
WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  one- 
half  mile  (.6  acre)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without 
motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revege- 
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tate  and  recontour  through  natural  processes. 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  305  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  within  the 
utility  corridor  that  overlaps  the  western  edge  of 
the  WSA  would  maintain  the  wilderness  value  of 
naturalness.  Two  miles  of  towers  and  lines  would 
not  be  installed,  and  approximately  five  acres  of 
vegetation  and  soil  disturbances  from  motorized 
equipment  would  not  occur  within  the  corridor. 


Solitude 

Precluding  onecomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  preserve  opportunities  forsoi- 
itude  during  the  time  when  exploration  would 
otherwise  have  taken  place. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  the  development  and 
operation  of  one  surface  mine  would  result  in  a 
loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be  noticeable  on 
the  50  acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations  and 
on  approximately  450  acres  immediately  sur- 
rounding the  operations,  and  would  continue  for 
the  life  of  the  mine.  The  sights  and  sounds  asso- 
ciated with  the  mine  would  include  noise  and  dust 
from  motorized  equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and 
human  activity  at  the  operations  and  along  the 
access  roads. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  one- 
half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportu- 
nities for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not 
see  or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  305  acres 
of  the  WSA  presently  subject  to  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  10  to  50  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  in  the  portion  of  the  utility  corri- 
dor that  overlaps  the  area's  western  boundary 
would  maintain  opportunities  forsolitude.  Wilder- 
ness users  would  not  see  or  hear  the  motorized 
equipment  that  is  used  for  these  activities  within 
a  640-acre  area  along  the  powerline. 


Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  approximately  50 
acres  along  the  western  edge  of  the  WSA  because 
of  the  development  of  one  surface  mine  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights.  This  loss  would  con- 
tinue for  the  life  of  the  mining  operations.  Sights 
and  sounds  associated  with  development  and 
operation  of  the  one  mine  and  one  mile  of  vehicle 
accesswouldimpairprimitiveand  unconfined  rec- 
reational opportunities  on  approximately  450 
acres  immediately  surrounding  the  mining  oper- 
ations. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  one- 
half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportu- 
nities for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  maintain  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  prevent- 
ing visitor  encounters  with  motorized  equipment 
and  work  crews  near  the  powerline. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  habitat  forthe  desert  tortoise,  night- 
blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla  are 
described  in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Special 
Status  Wildlife  Species  and  Special  Status  Plants 
for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
across  a  total  of  approximately  1 ,450  acres  (76  per- 
cent of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  one  comprehen- 
sive mineral  exploration  program  and  construc- 
tion and  maintenance  activities  along  two  miles 
of  powerline,  and  by  eliminating  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways. 

The  development  of  one  surface  mine  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights  would  impair  the  wilder- 
ness values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  on  approximately  450 
acres  (24  percent  of  the  designated  area). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  10  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  one  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  during  those 
periods  when  such  activity  would  otherwise 
occur. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  1,900  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative 
would  result  in  curtailment  of  one  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  program  (covering  approxi- 
mately two  acres).   Because  of  this  denial,  a 
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520-acre  area  with  high  potential  for  zeolite  would 
not  be  fully  evaluated. 

Zeolite  resources  within  the  WSA  are  projected 
to  be  developed  at  one  surface  mine  (covering 
approximately  50  acres)  in  the  southern  portion 
of  the  area,  on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  1,900  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  full  evaluation  of  zeolite 
resources  within  the  WSA  by  curtailing  one  min- 
eral exploration  program. 

Some  of  the  zeolite  resources  within  the  area 
would  be  developed  at  one  projected  mine,  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  1,900  acres  and  close  one-half  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this 
area  of  an  estimated  140  VDY  of  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  one-half  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA,  some  of  the  dis- 
placed motorized  recreation  users  could  find  com- 
parable opportunities  on  nearby  areas  of  public 
land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  within 
the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  onecomprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative 
would  preserve  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  within  the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approximately  450 
acres  by  sightsandsoundsfrom  mining,  construc- 
tion and  traffic  at  one  mine  within  the  area. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  on  approximately  305  acres  within  the 
WSA  by  eliminating  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motor  vehicles.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activi- 
ties that  would  benefit  from  these  actions  include 
day  hiking,  sightseeing  and  rockhounding. 


Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  approximately 
640  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
on  a  total  of  approximately  1,450  acres  (76  per- 
cent of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  one  mineral  explo- 
ration program  and  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  along  two  miles  of  powerline,  and 
by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  one- 
half  mile  of  vehicle  ways. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  lessened  across  approximately  450  acres  by 
the  development  of  one  surface  mine  on  claims 
with  valid  existing  rights. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  one  estimated  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by: 

—  closing  one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  within  the  WSA, 

—  precluding  onecomprehensive  mineral  explo- 
ration program,  and 

—  precluding  construction  of  two  miles  of  pow- 
erline. 

The  prohibition  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  restrict  public  access  to  the  site,  and  the 
preclusion  of  mineral  exploration  activities  and 
powerline  construction  would  reduce  surface  dis- 
turbances which  may  otherwise  impact  this  site. 
Together  these  measures  would  help  prevent  cas- 
ual disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruction  of  this 
site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  this  site. 

Surface  disturbances  on  approximately  50 
acres  from  the  development  of  one  mine  (on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights)  could  destroy  the 
integrity  of  this  site. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  one-half  mile  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  by  preclud- 
ing one  mineral  exploration  program  and  the  con- 
struction of  two  miles  of  powerline. 
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Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  could  cause  site  destruction  at  this  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  afford  wil- 
derness protection  for  1,900  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA. 

Within  the  designated  area,  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  would  benefit  from:  1)  the  preven- 
tion of  habitat  loss  resulting  from  surface  disturb- 
ance, and  2)  the  long-term  rehabilitation  of  hab- 
itat through  revegetation  of  existing  surface 
disturbance.  The  curtailment  of  one  comprehen- 
sive mineral  exploration  program  in  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  would  prevent  surface  disturb- 
ance on  approximately  two  acres.  Precluding 
construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline  would  pre- 
vent surface  disturbance  on  another  five  acres  of 
habitat.  Closing  one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways 
within  the  habitat  area  to  motorized  recreation 
use  wou  Id  resu  It  i  n  revegetation  of  .6  acres  of  exist- 
ing surface  disturbance. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  on  approxi- 
mately 50  acres  would  be  lost  because  of  surface 
disturbance  from  the  development  of  one  mine  on 
claims  with  valid  existing  rights. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  seven  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface  disturbance 
from  one  mineral  exploration  program  and  con- 
struction of  two  miles  of  powerline.  It  would  also 
allow  the  rehabilitation  of  existing  surface  disturb- 
ance on  .6  acre  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
by  closing  one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbance  from  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  50 
acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately seven  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster  and  spotted  bat  by 
precluding  two  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from 
one  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program 


and  five  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  con- 
struction of  two  miles  of  powerline. 

Closing  one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  would  provide  additional  pro- 
tection to  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by 
minimizing  the  potential  of  individuals  and  bur- 
rows being  crushed  by  vehicles. 

Habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster  and 
spotted  bat  could  be  lost  as  the  result  of  approx- 
imately 50  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  one 
surface  mining  operation  on  claims  with  valid 
existing  rights. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  seven  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  mon- 
sterand  spotted  bat  by  precluding  surface  disturb- 
ances from  one  mineral  exploration  program  and 
the  construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline.  It 
would  also  minimize  the  potential  for  motor  vehi- 
cles crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster 
individuals  and  their  burrows  by  closing  one-half 
mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  50 
acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise, 
Gila  monster  and  spotted  bat  within  the  area. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately seven  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  night- 
blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla  and  the 
potential  destruction  of  individuals  in  these  spe- 
cies, by  precluding  two  acres  of  surface  disturb- 
ance from  one  mineral  exploration  program  and 
five  acres  of  surface  disturbance  for  the  construc- 
tion of  two  miles  of  powerline. 

Closing  one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  within  the 
area  to  motorized  recreation  use  would  allow  .6 
acre  of  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming  ce- 
reus and  Wiggins'  cholla  to  revegetate. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  could  result  in  the  loss  of  individuals  and 
habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins' 
cholla  on  approximately  50  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  seven  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  and 
Wiggins'  cholla,  and  the  potential  destruction  of 
individuals  in  these  species,  by  precluding  sur- 
face disturbances  from  one  mineral  exploration 
program  and  the  construction  of  two  miles  of 
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powerline.  It  would  also  allow  revegetation  of  .6 
acre  of  potential  habitat  for  these  species  by  clos- 
ing one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  rec- 
reation use. 

Surface  disturbances  from  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  on  claims  with  valid  existing 
rights  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  50 
acres  of  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming 
cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla,  and  the  potential 
destruction  of  individuals  in  these  species. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return 
1,900  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-27). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  none  of 
the  wilderness  values  on  1,900  acres  would 
receive  the  management  protection  provided  by 
wilderness  designation.  Over  the  long  term,  wil- 
derness values  in  certain  areas  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use, 
mineral  exploration,  one  anticipated  mining  ven- 
ture and  powerline  construction. 


Naturalness 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  two  acres  by  removing  vegeta- 
tion and  surface  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term  the  nat- 
ural character  of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased  im- 
pacts of  the  exploration  programs. 

One  small  surface  mine  would  be  developed 
and  supported  by  one  mile  of  upgraded  access 
road.  This  mine  would  be  on  the  western  edge  of 
the  WSA.  Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tailings 
and  road  construction  for  this  mine  would  directly 
impair  the  natural  character  of  approximately  50 
acres  by  removing  surface  soils  and  vegetation 
and  recontouring  the  landscape.  During  the  life 
of  the  mining  operations,  the  disturbances  would 
involve  a  mine  pit,  structures,  motorized  equip- 
ment, tailings  piles  and  access  roads.  Following 
abandonment  of  the  operations  and  reclamation, 
the  disturbances  would  involve  only  a  small  area 


around  the  pit  (covering  approximately  ten 
acres).  The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness 
would  be  lost  or  impaired  during  the  life  of  the  min- 
ing operations  on  approximately  450  acres  — 
where  the  operations  would  be  visible  within  the 
WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  one-half  mile 
(.6  acre)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA  would 
continue  to  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natural- 
ness. With  continued  motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehi- 
cle ways  would  not  revegetate  or  recontour 
through  natural  processes.  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  consequently  be 
impaired  over  approximately  305  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

Construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline  in  por- 
tions of  the  utility  corridor  that  overlap  the  west- 
ern edge  of  the  WSA  would  impair  naturalness  on 
five  acres  by  removing  vegetation  and  surface 
soils  and  installing  towers  and  lines.  The  surface 
disturbances  in  this  area  would  result  from  the 
use  of  motorized  equipment.  In  addition,  the  vis- 
ibility of  the  surface  disturbances  and  powerline 
facilities  would  impair  the  visitor's  perception  of 
naturalness  over  an  area  of  approximately  640 
acres  within  the  WSA. 


Solitude 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
around  two  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longer  than  one 
month. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  the  development  and 
operation  of  one  surface  mine  would  result  in  a 
loss  of  solitude.  This  loss  would  be  noticeable  on 
the  50  acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations  and 
on  approximately  450  acres  immediately  sur- 
rounding the  operations,  and  would  continue  for 
the  life  of  the  mine.  The  sights  and  sounds  asso- 
ciated with  the  mine  would  include  noise  and  dust 
from  motorized  equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and 
human  activity  at  the  operations  and  along  the 
access  roads. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  opportunities  for  solitude.  Visitors 
would  see  or  hear  the  motorized  vehicles  that  use 
these  ways  on  approximately  305  acres  within  the 
WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  140  to  285  VDY  and  in  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  from  10  to  15  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
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thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  within 
the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities in  the  corridor  along  the  west  side  of  the  WSA 
would  periodically  impair  opportunities  for  soli- 
tude. Wilderness  users  would  be  likely  to  see  or 
hear  motorized  equipment  and  work  crews  within 
a  640-acre  area  adjacent  to  the  powerline  during 
construction  and  maintenance  periods. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  two  acres  —  the  result  of  mechanical 
equipment  operation  and  the  presence  of  explo- 
ration teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  approximately  50 
acres  along  the  western  edge  of  the  WSA  because 
of  mineral  development  on  one  mine.  This  loss 
would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining  opera- 
tions. Sights  and  sounds  associated  with  develop- 
ment and  operation  of  the  mine  would  impair  prim- 
itive and  unconfined  recreational  opportunities 
on  approximately  450  acres  immediately  sur- 
rounding the  mining  operations. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  would  continue  to  impair  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  due 
to  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehicles 
within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  140  to  285  VDY  would  increase  the  like- 
lihood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities and  their  associated  motorized  equipment 
usage  would  impair  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  use  by  causing  visitor 
encounters  with  work  crews  and  motorized  equip- 
ment on  approximately  640  acres  near  the  power- 
line.  Such  impacts  would  be  temporary  in  nature, 
with  the  maintenance  activities  usually  covering 
less  than  one  week  per  year. 


Special  Features 

Impactsonhabitatforthedeserttortoise,  night- 
blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla  are 
described  in  the  analyses  of  impacts  on  Special 
Status  Wildlife  Species  and  Special  Status  Plants 
for  this  alternative. 


Conclusion:  One  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  and  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natu- 
ralness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a 
total  of  approximately  450  acres  (24  percent  of  the 
WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilder- 
ness values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  on  approximately  305  acres  (16  per- 
cent of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motor- 
ized recreation  use  from  140  to  285  VDY  would 
further  impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  in  this  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  approx- 
imately 640  acres  (34  percent  of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  10  to  15  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  1,900 
acres  of  public  land  in  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  entry  under  the  general  mining 
laws. 

It  is  estimated  that  one  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  program  (covering  approximately 
two  acres)  would  occur,  and  that  one  small  sur- 
face mine  (covering  approximately  50  acres) 
would  be  developed  in  the  southwestern  portion 
of  the  WSA.  These  mining  activities  would  result 
in  the  area's  potential  zeolite  resources  being 
fully  evaluated  and  developed. 

Conclusion:  Potential  zeolite  resources  within  the 
WSA  would  be  fully  evaluated  in  one  mineral 
exploration  program  and  developed  at  one  pro- 
jected mine. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  one-half 
mile  of  vehicle  ways  on  1 ,900  acres  would  be  avail- 
able for  motorized  recreation  use.  Because  of 
regional  population  growth,  BLM  estimates  that 
motorized  recreation  use  would  increase  to  285 
VDY  from  140  VDY.  While  this  103  percent 
increase  would  periodically  lessen  the  quality  of 
motorized  recreation  opportunities  due  to  over- 
crowding on  heavy  use  periods,  the  resource  is 
generally  adequate  to  accommodate  this  growth 
withoutimpairing  opportunities  formotorized  rec- 
reation. 
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Conclusion:  An  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  to  285  VDY  from  140  VDY  would  not  affect 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the 
one-half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA, 
exceptforsome  impairment  during  heavy  use  peri- 
ods. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  nonmoto- 
rized recreation  opportunities  would  be  impaired 
over  an  area  of  approximately  450  acres  by  sights 
and  sounds  from  mining,  construction  and  traffic 
at  one  surface  mine  within  the  area.  Temporary 
impairment  would  also  result  from  one  mineral  ex- 
ploration program  in  the  area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation 
use.  Nonmotorized  recreationists  would  be  sub- 
jected to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  rec- 
reational use,  especially  along  the  one-half  mile 
of  vehicle  ways.  An  estimated  305  acres  would  be 
affected  —  the  area  on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle 
ways  where  the  motorized  vehicles  could  be  seen 
and  heard  by  nonmotorized  recreationists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  103  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities within  the  WSA  would  impair  nonmotorized 
recreation  on  approximately  640  acres  in  portions 
of  the  two-mile-long  corridor  along  the  western 
side  of  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 450  acres  (24  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  one 
mineral  exploration  program  and  the  develop- 
ment of  one  surface  mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 305  acres  (16  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half  mile  of  vehi- 
cle ways.  These  opportunities  would  be  further 
impaired  by  a  103  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 640  acres  (34  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  pow- 
erline maintenance  activities. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  certain 
uses  and  activities  could  have  an  adverse  effect 
on  oneestimated  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister site.  The  uses  and  activities  which  could 
impact  the  integrity  of  this  cultural  resource  site 
are  - 

—  increased  visitation  by  motorized  and  non- 
motorized  recreation  users  (including  hunt- 
ers and  hikers),  who  could  impact  the  site  by 
various  forms  of  site  use  ranging  from  casual 
disturbance  to  vandalism  or  destruction. 

—  mining  activities,  including  exploration  and 
the  excavation  of  less  than  five  acres  (without 
the  benefit  of  a  cultural  resource  evaluation 
as  required  by  a  plan  of  operation  for  larger 
acreages),  which  could  damage  or  destroy 
the  site  by  surface  disturbance. 

In  addition,  surface  disturbances  on  approxi- 
mately 50  acres  from  the  development  of  one 
mine  and  a  two-mile  section  of  powerline  could 
destroy  the  integrity  of  the  site. 

Conc/us/on:  One  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister site  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  and  sitedestruction  result- 
ing from  increased  visitation  by  recreation  users, 
and  by  surface  disturbances  resulting  from  min- 
eral exploration,  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  and  construction  of  two  miles  of  powerline. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  1,900 
acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  within  the 
WSA  would  not  have  the  protection  wilderness 
designation  would  provide.  As  a  result,  some  of 
this  habitat  would  be  lost  because  of  surface  dis- 
turbances from  mining  activities  and  powerline 
construction.  One  surface  mine  would  be  devel- 
oped in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  causing 
approximately  50  acres  of  surface  disturbance. 
One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  program 
would  disturb  another  two  acres  of  habitat.  The 
loss  of  habitat  from  these  disturbances  would  per- 
sist until  the  operations  are  abandoned  and  fully 
rehabilitated.  Powerline  construction  within  the 
area  would  disturb  an  additional  five  acres  of  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  one-half  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  (0.6  acre)  would  not  revegetate 
because  of  continued  motorized  recreation  use. 
As  a  result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that 
is  affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be 
rehabilitated. 
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Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  one  min- 
eral exploration  program,  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  and  construction  of  two  miles  of 
powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 57  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  one- 
half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  rehabil- 
itation of  .6  acre  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  one  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  program,  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  and  construction  of  two  miles 
of  powerline  within  the  WSA  could  cause  a  loss 
of  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster  and 
spotted  bat  by  directly  disturbing  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 57  acres. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half  mile  of 
vehicle  ways  would  continue  to  occasionally 
result  in  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individ- 
uals being  crushed  by  motor  vehicles.  The  desert 
tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  would  be 
crushed  along  vehicle  ways  in  the  foothill  por- 
tions of  the  area.  In  addition,  desert  tortoise  indi- 
viduals and  their  burrows  (which  are  concen- 
trated in  wash  areas)  would  be  crushed  in  washes 
that  are  accessible  to  motorized  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  one  min- 
eral exploration  program,  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  and  construction  of  two  miles  of 
powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 57  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise,  Gila  monster  and  spotted  bat  within  the 
WSA.  Motorized  recreation  use  on  one-half  mile 
of  vehicle  ways  would  continue  to  occasionally 
crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals 
and  their  burrows. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Surface  disturbances  from  one  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  program,  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  and  construction  of  two  miles 
of  powerline  could  result  in  the  loss  of  individuals 
and  habitat  for  Wiggins'  cholla  and  night- 
blooming  cereus  on  a  total  of  approximately  57 
acres  within  the  area. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  one- 
half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the 
revegetation  of  .6  acre  of  surface  disturbance  on 
potential  habitat  for  Wiggins'  cholla  and  night- 
blooming  cereus  within  the  WSA. 


Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  one  min- 
eral exploration  program,  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  and  construction  of  two  miles  of 
powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 57  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  night- 
blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla,  and  the 
potential  destruction  of  individuals  in  these  spe- 
cies, within  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  one- 
half  mile  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the 
revegetation  of  .6  acre  of  potential  habitat  for 
night-blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


KOFA  UNIT  4  SOUTHERN 

ADDITION 
(AZ-050-34)  -  11,220  Acres 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  1 1 ,220  acres 
to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-28). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  not  provide  management  protection 
for  wilderness  values  in  the  11,220-acre  WSA. 
Over  the  long  term,  wilderness  values  in  certain 
areas  would  experience  be  adversely  impacted  by 
motorized  recreation  use  and  the  construction  of 
two  wildlife  water  catchments. 


Naturalness 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  seven  miles 
(8.4  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA  would 
continue  to  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natural- 
ness. With  continued  motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehi- 
cle ways  would  not  revegetate  or  recontour 
through  natural  processes.  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  consequently  be 
impaired  over  approximately  11,100  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

The  natural  character  of  approximately  two 
acres  would  be  disturbed  by  construction  of  two 
apron  wildlife  water  catchments.  Soil  and  plants 
would  be  removed  during  construction  to  accom- 
modate the  facilities,  but  would  be  reused  to  help 
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Saguaro  and  wash  vegetation,  Kofa  Unit  4  Southern  Addition  WSA 


conceal  the  developments.  The  man-made  struc- 
tures would  remain  on-site  indefinitely,  but  would 
blend  in  with  their  surroundings  through  design 
and  placement  considerations.  The  surrounding 
construction  areas  would  be  revegetated  and 
recontoured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place. 
The  visibility  of  the  catchments  would  reduce  the 
visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  on  approxi- 
mately 120  acres  surrounding  the  facilities. 


Solitude 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  opportunities  for  solitude.  Visitors 
would  see  or  hear  the  motorized  vehicles  that  use 
these  ways  on  approximately  1 1 ,100  acres  within 
the  WSA. 

The  projected  increases  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  140  to  285  VDY  and  in  nonmoto- 
rized  recreation  use  from  10  to  15  VDY  would 
increase  the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other 
recreationists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  area. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  seven  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  would  continue  to  impair  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  due  to  vis- 
itor encounters  with  motorized  vehicles  within  the 
WSA. 


The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  140  to  285  VDY  would  increase  the  like- 
lihood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  the  area. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  des- 
ert bighorn  sheep,  night-blooming  cereus  and 
Wiggins'  cholla  are  described  in  the  analyses  of 
impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitats,  Special  Sta- 
tus Wildlife  Species  and  Special  Status  Plants  for 
this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Motorized  recreation  use  on  seven 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  continue  to  impair  the 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  on  a  total  of  approximately 
11,100  acres  (98  percent  of  the  WSA).  The  pro- 
jected increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  from 
140  to  285  VDY  would  further  impair  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  this  area. 

Construction  of  two  apron  wildlife  water  catch- 
ments would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natu- 
ralness on  approximately  120  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  10  to  15  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


399 


ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways  on  1 1 ,220 
acres  would  be  available  for  motorized  recreation 
use.  Because  of  regional  population  growth,  BLM 
estimates  that  motorized  recreation  use  would 
increase  to  285  VDY  from  140  VDY.  While  this  104 
percent  increase  would  periodically  lessen  motor- 
ized recreation  opportunities  due  to  over- 
crowding on  heavy  use  periods,  the  resource  is 
generally  adequate  to  accommodate  this  growth 
without  impairing  opportunities  for  motorized  rec- 
reation. 

Conclusion:  An  estimated  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  to  285  VDY  from  140  VDY  would 
not  affect  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation 
use  on  the  seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways  in  the  WSA, 
exceptforsome  impairment  during  heavy  use  peri- 
ods. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized 
recreation  use.  Nonmotorized  recreationists 
would  be  subjected  to  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motorized  recreational  use,  especially  along  the 
seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways.  An  estimated  11,100 
acres  would  be  affected  —  the  area  on  and  adja- 
cent to  the  vehicle  ways  where  motorized  vehicles 
could  be  seen  and  heard  by  nonmotorized  recrea- 
tionists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  104  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  continue  to  be  lessened  across  approx- 
imately 11,100  acres  (98  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
motorized  recreation  use  on  seven  miles  of  vehi- 
cles ways.  These  opportunities  would  be  further 
impaired  by  a  104  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  certain  uses  and  activities  could  have 
an  adverse  effect  on  one  estimated  potentially  el- 
igible National  Register  site.  The  uses  and  activ- 
ities which  could  impact  the  integrity  of  this  cul- 
tural resource  site  include  increased  visitation  by 


motorized  and  nonmotorized  recreation  users 
(including  hunters  and  hikers),  who  could  impact 
this  site  by  various  forms  of  site  use  ranging  from 
casual  disturbance  to  vandalism  or  destruction. 

Conclusion:  One  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister site  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction  result- 
ing from  increased  visitation  by  recreation  users. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/ No  Wilderness 
alternative,  11,220  acres  of  the  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA  would  not  have  the 
protection  wilderness  designation  would  provide. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  seven  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  (8.4  acres)  would  not  revegetate 
because  of  continued  motorized  recreation  use. 
As  a  result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that 
is  affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be 
rehabilitated. 

Conclusion:  Continued  motorized  recreation  use 
on  seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude 
rehabilitation  of  8.4  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  seven  milesof  vehi- 
cle ways  would  continue  to  occasionally  result  in 
desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  being 
crushed  by  motor  vehicles.  The  desert  tortoise 
and  Gila  monster  individuals  would  be  crushed 
along  vehicle  ways  in  the  area.  In  addition,  desert 
tortoise  individuals  and  their  burrows  (which  are 
concentrated  in  wash  areas)  would  be  crushed  in 
washes  that  are  accessible  to  motorized  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Motorized  recreation  use  on  seven 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  continue  to  occasion- 
ally crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monsterindivid- 
uals  and  their  burrows. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  seven 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the  revege- 
tation  of  8.4  acres  of  existing  surface  disturbance 
on  potential  habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus 
and  Wiggins'  cholla. 

Conclusion:  Continued  motorized  recreation  use 
on  seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  preclude  the 
revegetation  of  8.4  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
night-blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla. 
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No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  of  solitude,  naturalness  and 
primitive  recreation  would  be  impaired  over  99 
percent  of  the  unit  by  motorized  recreation  use 
and  water  catchment  construction. 

Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

In  the  long  term,  the  area's  naturalness  would 
be  impaired  by  continued  motorized  recreation 
use. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

No  change  from  present. 


The  natural  character  of  approximately  two 
acres  would  be  disturbed  by  construction  of  two 
apron  wildlife  water  catchments.  Soil  and  plants 
would  be  removed  during  construction  to  accom- 
modate the  facilities,  but  would  be  reused  to  help 
conceal  the  developments.  The  man-made  struc- 
tures would  remain  on-site  indefinitely,  but  would 
blend  in  with  their  surroundings  through  design 
and  placement  considerations.  The  surrounding 
construction  areas  would  be  revegetated  and 
recontoured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place. 
The  visibility  of  the  catchments  would  reduce  the 
visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  on  approxi- 
mately 120  acres  surrounding  the  facilities. 


Solitude 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  seven 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  11,100  acres  of 
the  WSA  presently  subject  to  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  10  to  50  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
11,220  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-28). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  seven 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  11,220  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas  because 
motorized  recreation  use  would  be  precluded. 


Naturalness 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  <?n  seven 
miles  (8.4  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without  motor  ve- 
hicle use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revegetate  and 
recontour  through  natural  processes.  The  visit- 
or's perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  11, 100  acres  — the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  des- 
ert bighorn  sheep,  night-blooming  cereus  and 
Wiggins'  cholla  are  described  in  the  analyses  of 
impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat,  Special  Sta- 
tus Wildlife  Species,  and  Special  Status  Plants  for 
this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
across  approximately  11,100  acres  (98  percent  of 
the  WSA)  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use 
on  seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Construction  of  two  apron  wildlife  water  catch- 
ments would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natu- 
ralness on  approximately  120  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  10  to  50  VDY  would  reduce  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 
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Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  11,220  acres  and  close  seven  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this 
area  of  an  estimated  140  VDY  of  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  seven  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  within  the  WSA,  some  of  the  displaced 
motorized  recreation  users  could  find  compara- 
ble opportunities  on  nearby  areas  of  public  land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  the  elimi- 
nation of  motorized  recreation  use  would 
enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation on  approximately  11,100  acres  within  the 
WSA  by  eliminating  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motor  vehicles.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activi- 
ties that  would  benefit  from  these  actions  include 
rockhounding  and  small  game  hunting. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  within  the 
1 1 ,200-acre  WSA  by  eliminating  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  one  estimated  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  seven  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use  within  the  WSA. 

The  prohibition  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  restrict  public  access  to  the  site,  which 
would  help  prevent  casual  disturbance,  vandal- 
ism and  site  destruction. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  the  site. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 


Register  site  by  closing  seven  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction 
at  the  site. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  afford  wil- 
derness protection  for  1 1 ,220  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  would  benefit 
from  the  long-term  rehabilitation  of  habitat 
through  revegetation  of  existing  surface  disturb- 
ance: closing  seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within 
the  habitat  area  to  motorized  recreation  use 
would  result  in  revegetation  of  8.4  acres  of  exist- 
ing surface  disturbance. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  allow 
the  rehabilitation  of  existing  surface  disturbance 
on  8.4  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  by 
closing  seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Closing  seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  would  provide  further  protec- 
tion for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by 
minimizing  the  potential  of  individuals  and  bur- 
rows being  crushed  by  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  mini- 
mize the  potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing  des- 
ert tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  their 
burrows  by  closing  seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Closing  seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  wou  Id  al  low  8.4  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  night-blooming  cereus  and  Wig- 
gins' cholla  to  revegetate. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  allow 
revegetation  of  8.4  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
night-blooming  cereus  and  Wiggins'  cholla  by 
closing  seven  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 
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LITTLE  PICACHO  PEAK 

ADDITION 
(AZ-050-35)  -  2,915  Acres 

Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  would  return  2,915  acres 
to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-29). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness  alterna- 
tive would  not  provide  management  protection 
for  wilderness  values  in  the  2,91 5-acreWSA.  Over 
the  long  term,  wilderness  values  in  certain  areas 
would  be  adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recre- 
ation use,  mineral  exploration,  one  anticipated 
mining  venture  and  the  construction  of  three  run- 
off structures. 


Naturalness 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  two  acres  by  removing  vegeta- 


tion and  surface  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term  the  nat- 
ural character  of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased  im- 
pacts of  the  exploration  programs. 

One  small  surface  mine  would  be  developed 
and  supported  by  1.5  miles  of  access  road.  This 
mine  would  be  in  an  interior  drainage  at  the  area's 
northern  end.  Mining,  processing,  storage  of  tail- 
ings and  road  construction  for  this  mine  would 
directly  impair  the  natural  character  of  approxi- 
mately 50  acres  by  removing  surface  soils  and 
vegetation  and  recontouring  the  landscape. 
During  the  life  of  the  mining  operations,  the  dis- 
turbances would  involve  a  mine  pit,  structures, 
motorized  equipment,  tailings  piles  and  access 
roads.  Following  abandonment  of  the  operations 
and  reclamation,  the  disturbances  would  involve 
only  a  small  area  around  the  pit  (covering  approx- 
imately 1 0  acres).  The  visitor's  perception  of  natu- 
ralness would  be  lost  or  impaired  during  the  life 
of  the  mining  operations  on  approximately  500 
acres  —  where  the  operations  would  be  visible 
within  the  WSA. 

The  natural  character  of  1 .5  acres  would  be  dis- 
turbed by  construction  of  three  runoff  structures. 
Soil  and  plants  would  be  removed  during  con- 
struction to  accommodate  the  facilities,  but 
would  be  reused  to  help  conceal  the  develop- 
ments. The  man-made  structures  would  remain 
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View  north  across  wash,  Little  Picacho  Peak  WSA 
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on-site  indefinitely,  but  would  blend  in  with  their 
surroundings  through  design  and  placement 
considerations.  The  surrounding  construction 
areas  would  be  revegetated  and  recontoured  as 
soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place.  The  visibility  of 
the  structures  would  reduce  the  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  on  approximately  15  acres  sur- 
rounding the  facilities. 


Solitude 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
around  two  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longer  than  one 
month. 

On  higher  ridge  views  and  destination  points 
within  the  WSA,  sights  and  sounds  from  the  devel- 
opment and  operation  of  one  surface  mine  and 
1.5  miles  of  access  road  would  result  in  a  loss  of 
solitude.  This  loss  would  be  noticeable  on  the  50 
acres  disturbed  by  mining  operations  and  on 
approximately  500  acres  immediately  surround- 
ing the  operations,  and  would  continue  for  the  life 
of  the  mines.  The  sights  and  sounds  associated 
with  the  mines  would  include  noise  and  dust  from 
motorized  equipment,  vehicular  traffic  and 
human  activity  at  the  operations  and  along  the 
access  road.  The  rugged  system  of  drainages  and 
ridges  would  effectively  screen  this  mine  from  vis- 
itors over  most  of  the  area. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  one  mile  of  trails  and  1 .5  miles  of  mine  road 
would  continue  to  impair  opportunities  for  soli- 
tude. Visitors  would  see  or  hear  the  motorized 
vehicles  that  use  these  trails  and  roads  on  approx- 
imately 520  acres  within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increases  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  ten  to  120  VDY  and  in  nonmoto- 
rized  recreation  use  from  190  to  380  VDY  would 
increase  the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other 
recreationists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  area. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

One  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
gram would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  two  acres  —  the  result  of  mechanical 
equipment  operation  and  the  presence  of  explo- 
ration teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  approximately  50 
acres  in  an  interior  drainage  at  the  area's  northern 


end  because  of  mineral  development  on  one 
mine.  This  loss  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the 
mining  operations.  Sights  and  sounds  associated 
with  development  and  operation  of  the  mine  and 
1 .5  miles  of  vehicle  access  would  impair  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreational  opportunities  on 
approximately  500  acres  immediately  surround- 
ing the  mining  operations. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  trails 
and  1.5  miles  of  mine  road  would  continue  to 
impair  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  due  to  visitor  encounters  with  motor- 
ized vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  10  to  120  VDY  would  increase  the  like- 
lihood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  the  area. 


Special  Features 

I  mpacts  on  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Hab- 
itat for  this  alternative. 

Conclusion:  One  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program  and  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natu- 
ralness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  a 
total  of  approximately  500  acres  (16  percent  of  the 
WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  trails 
and  1.5  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to 
impair  the  wilderness  values  of  solitude  and  prim- 
itive recreation  on  approximately  520  acres  (17 
percent  of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use  from  10  to  120  VDY 
would  further  impair  solitude  and  primitive  recre- 
ation opportunities  in  this  area. 

Construction  of  three  runoff  structures  would 
impair  the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on 
approximately  15  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  190  to  380  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/ No  Wilderness 
alternative,  640  acres  of  public  land  within  the 
WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral  entry  under 
the  general  mining  laws.  (The  remaining  2,275 
acres  are  under  U.S.  Bureau  of  Reclamation  with- 
drawal, and  would  remain  closed  to  mineral 
entry.) 
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It  is  estimated  that  one  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  program  (covering  approximately 
two  acres)  would  occur,  and  that  one  small  sur- 
face mine  (covering  approximately  50  acres) 
would  be  developed  in  the  WSA.  Because  of  these 
mining  activities,  potential  mineral  resources 
would  be  fully  evaluated  and  developed  on  lands 
that  are  not  under  Bureau  of  Reclamation  with- 
drawal in  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Potential  mineral  resources  on  lands 
that  are  not  under  Bureau  of  Reclamation  with- 
drawal in  the  WSA  would  be  fully  evaluated  in  one 
mineral  exploration  program  and  developed  at 
one  projected  mine. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  one  mile  of  trails  and  1 .5  miles  of  new 
mine  road  on  2,915  acres  would  be  available  for 
motorized  recreation  use.  Because  of  regional 
population  growth,  BLM  estimates  that  motorized 
recreation  use  would  increase  to  120  VDY  from 
ten  VDY.  While  this  1,100  percent  increase  would 
periodically  lessen  the  quality  of  motorized  recre- 
ation opportunities  due  to  overcrowding  during 
heavy  use  periods,  the  resource  is  generally  ade- 
quate to  accommodate  this  growth  without  im- 
pairing opportunities  for  motorized  recreation. 

Conclusion:  An  estimated  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  to  1 20  VDY  from  1 0  VDY  would  not 
affect  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use 
on  the  one  mile  of  trails  and  1.5  miles  of  mine 
roads  in  the  WSA,  except  for  some  impairment 
during  heavy  use  periods. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/ No  Wilderness 
alternative,  the  development  of  one  surface  mine 
would  impair  nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties on  approximately  500  acres  because  of  sights 
and  sounds  from  equipment,  roads,  facilities  and 
work  crews.  Temporary  impairment  would  also  re- 
sult from  one  mineral  exploration  program  in  the 
area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation 
use.  Nonmotorized  recreationists  would  be  sub- 
jected to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  rec- 
reational use,  especially  along  the  one  mile  of 


trails  and  1.5  miles  of  new  mine  roads.  An  esti- 
mated 520  acres  would  be  affected  —  the  area  on 
and  adjacent  to  the  trails  where  motorized  vehi- 
cles could  be  seen  and  heard  by  nonmotorized 
recreationists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  1,100  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 500  acres  (1 6  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  one 
mineral  exploration  program  and  the  develop- 
ment of  one  surface  mine. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 520  acres  (17  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  trails  and 
1.5  miles  of  mine  roads.  These  opportunities 
would  be  further  impaired  by  a  1,100  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  certain  uses  and  activities  could  have 
an  adverse  effect  on  one  estimated  potentially  el- 
igible National  Register  site.  The  uses  and  activ- 
ities which  could  impact  the  integrity  of  this  cul- 
tural resource  site  are  - 

—  increased  visitation  by  motorized  and  non- 
motorized  recreation  users  (including  hunt- 
ers and  hikers),  who  could  impact  this  site  by 
various  forms  of  site  use  ranging  from  casual 
disturbance  to  vandalism  or  destruction. 

—  mining  activities,  including  exploration  and 
the  excavation  of  less  than  five  acres  (without 
the  benefit  of  a  cultural  resource  evaluation 
as  required  by  a  plan  of  operation  for  larger 
acreages),  which  could  damage  or  destroy 
one  site  by  surface  disturbance. 

In  addition,  surface  disturbances  on  approxi- 
mately 50  acres  from  the  development  of  one 
mine  (on  claims  with  valid  existing  rights)  could 
adversely  impact  the  site. 

Conclusion:  One  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister site  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  and  sitedestruction  result- 
ing from  increased  visitation  by  recreation  users 
and  surface  disturbances  resulting  from  mineral 
exploration  and  the  development  of  one  mine. 
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Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative,  2,915  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  within  the  WSA  would  not  have  the  protec- 
tion wilderness  designation  would  provide.  As  a 
result,  some  of  this  habitat  would  be  lost  because 
of  surface  disturbances  from  mining  activities. 
One  small  surface  mine  and  1.5  miles  of  asso- 
ciated roads  would  be  developed  in  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat,  causing  approximately  50 
acres  of  surface  disturbance.  One  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  program  would  disturb 
another  two  acres  of  habitat.  The  loss  of  habitat 
from  these  disturbances  would  persist  until  the 
operations  are  abandoned  and  fully  rehabilitated. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  1.5  miles  of 
new  mine  roads  (1.8  acres)  would  not  revegetate 
because  of  continued  motorized  recreation  use. 
As  a  result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that 
is  affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be 
rehabilitated. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  one  min- 
eral exploration  program  and  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  would  result  in  the  loss  of  ap- 
proximately 52  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  hab- 
itat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  1.5 
miles  of  mine  roads  would  preclude  rehabilitation 
of  1 .8  acres  of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  one  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  program  and  the  develop- 
ment of  one  surface  mine  within  the  WSA  could 
cause  a  loss  of  habitat  for  the  peregrine  falcon  by 
directly  disturbing  a  total  of  approximately  52 
acres. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  one  mile  of  trails  and  1 .5  miles  of  new  mine 
roads  would  continue  to  disturb  potential  pere- 
grine falcon  nest  sites  within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  one  min- 
eral exploration  program  and  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  would  result  in  the  loss  of  ap- 
proximately 52  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
peregrine  falcon  within  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  trails 
and  1 .5  miles  of  mine  roads  would  continue  to  dis- 
turb potential  peregrine  falcon  nest  sites. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  on  portions  of  the  WSA 
would  be  disturbed  by  mining,  road  construction, 
runoff  structures,  and  motorized  recreation  use. 

Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

Mining  activities  and  continued  motorized  rec- 
reation use  would  disturb  the  area's  naturalness 
in  the  long  term. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

The  minerals  mined  would  be  used  up  and  irre- 
versibly lost  to  future  use. 

Wilderness  values  could  be  irretrievably 
impaired  on  50  acres  developed  for  minerals. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
2,915  acres  as  wilderness  (Map  2-29). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  2,915  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas  because 
motorized  recreation  use,  runoff  structures,  min- 
eral exploration  and  one  anticipated  mining  ven- 
ture would  be  precluded. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  onecomprehensivemineralexplora- 
tion  program  would  benefit  the  preservation  of 
natural  values  on  approximately  two  acres  by  pre- 
venting soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motorized 
equipment. 

Precluding  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  by  withdrawal  of  the  area  from  mineral  entry 
would  benefit  the  preservation  of  natural  values 
on  approximately  50  acres.  The  soil  and  vegeta- 
tion removal  and  landscape  recontouring  that 
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would  resultfrom  mining  operations  would  bepre- 
vented  on  the  lands.  Mine  pits,  structures,  motor- 
ized equipment,  access  roads  and  other  types  of 
developments  would  not  be  allowed  to  occur. 

Precluding  construction  of  three  water  runoff 
structures  would  preserve  the  natural  character  of 
approximately  1.5  acres  by  preventing  soil  and 
vegetation  removal  to  accommodate  the  facilities. 

Solitude 

Precluding  one  comprehensive  mineral  ex- 
ploration program  would  preserve  opportunities 
for  solitude  during  the  time  when  exploration 
would  otherwise  have  taken  place. 

Precluding  one  surface  mining  operation  on  50 
acres  would  maintain  opportunities  for  solitude 
over  approximately  500  acres  within  the  WSA.  If 
this  mine  was  developed  it  would  cause  additional 
dust,  noise,  human  activity  and  vehicular  traffic 
within  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  one 
mile  of  trails  would  enhance  opportunities  for  sol- 
itude. Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see  or  hear 
motorized  vehicles  on  the  200  acres  of  the  WSA 
presently  subject  to  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  200  to  400  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  one  comprehensive  mineral  ex- 
ploration program  would  preserve  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  during 
those  periods  when  such  activity  would  otherwise 
occur. 

Precluding  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  in  an  interior  drainage  at  the  area's  northern 
end  would  preserve  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  on  approximately  50 
acres,  and  maintain  these  opportunities  over  an 
additional  500  acres. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  one 
mile  of  trails  would  enhance  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  minimiz- 
ing the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters  with  motor- 
ized vehicles  within  the  WSA. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  bighorn  sheep  habitat  are  described 
in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Hab- 
itat for  this  alternative. 
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Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
across  2,915  acres  (100  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
precluding  one  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion program,  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine  and  construction  of  three  runoff  structures, 
and  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on 
one  mile  of  trails. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  200  to  400  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  2,915  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative 
would  result  in  curtailment  of  one  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  program  (covering  approxi- 
mately two  acres)  and  the  denial  of  one  small  sur- 
face mine  (covering  approximately  50  acres).  Be- 
cause of  this  denial  of  mining  activities,  potential 
mineral  resources  within  the  area  would  not  be 
evaluated  or  developed. 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  2,915  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  evaluation  and  develop- 
ment of  mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  by  cur- 
tailing one  mineral  exploration  program  and  deny- 
ing one  projected  mine. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  2,915  acres  and  close  one  mile  of 
trails  within  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area  of  an 
estimated  ten  VDY  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  one  mile  of  trails 
within  the  WSA,  some  of  the  displaced  motorized 
recreation  users  could  find  comparable  opportu- 
nities on  nearby  areas  of  public  land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  one  mile  of  trails  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  would  eliminate  all  opportuni- 
ties for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  one  comprehensive  mineral  ex- 
ploration program  and  the  development  of  one 
surface  mine  under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative 
would  preserve  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  on  approximately  500  acres  within 
the  WSA. 


ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 


The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  on  approximately  200  acres  within  the 
WSA  by  eliminating  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motor  vehicles.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activi- 
ties that  would  benefit  from  these  actions  include 
day  hiking,  sightseeing,  rockhounding  and  camp- 
ing. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
on  all  2,915  acres  of  the  WSA  by  precluding  one 
mineral  exploration  program  and  the  develop- 
ment of  one  surface  mine,  and  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  one  mile  of  trails. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  one  estimated  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by: 

—  closing  one  mile  of  trails  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use  within  the  WSA,  which  would  res- 
trict public  access  to  the  site;  and 

—  precluding  one  mineral  exploration  program 
and  one  surface  mining  operation,  which 
would  reduce  surface  disturbances  that 
could  otherwise  impact  the  site. 

Together,  these  measures  would  help  prevent 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruction  of 
this  cultural  resource  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  the  site. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  one  mile  of  trails  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use,  and  by  precluding  one  min- 
eral exploration  program  and  the  development  of 
one  surface  mine  within  the  WSA. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  afford  wil- 
derness protection  for  2,915  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA. 

Within  the  area,  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
would  benefit  from  the  prevention  of  habitat  loss 
resulting  from  surface  disturbance.  By  precluding 


the  development  of  one  surface  mine  in  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat,  approximately  50  acres  of 
surface  disturbance  would  be  prevented.  The  cur- 
tailment of  mineral  exploration  activities  would 
prevent  surface  disturbance  on  another  two  acres 
of  habitat. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  52  acres  of  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  precluding  two  acres  of 
surface  disturbance  from  one  mineral  exploration 
program  and  50  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from 
the  development  of  one  surface  mine. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately 52  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  peregrine 
falcons  in  the  WSA  by  precluding  50  acres  of  sur- 
face disturbance  from  the  development  of  one  sur- 
face mine  and  two  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
from  one  mineral  exploration  program. 

Closing  one  mile  of  trails  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  protect  peregrine  falcon  nest 
sites  by  precluding  disturbances  from  motor  vehi- 
cles. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  52  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  the  peregrine  falcon  by  precluding 
surface  disturbances  from  one  mineral  explora- 
tion program  and  the  development  of  one  surface 
mine.  It  would  also  prevent  disturbances  to  pere- 
grine falcon  nest  sites  by  closing  one  mile  of  trails 
to  motorized  recreation  use. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


MUGGINS  MOUNTAINS 
(AZ-050-53A)  -  14,455  Acres 

Proposed  Action/Partial 
Wilderness 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Muggins  Moun- 
tains WSA  would  designate  8,855  acres  as  wilder- 
ness and  return  5,600  acres  to  other  resource 
uses.  This  alternative  differs  from  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  by  making  the  following  adjust- 
ments: 1)  The  northwestern  boundary  was  red- 
rawn along  a  natural  geographic  feature;  2)  The 
Muggins  Wash  vehicle  way  was  cherrystemmed 
to  allow  continued  vehicle  access  to  this  popular 
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recreation  and  mining  area;  and  3)  the  eastern 
boundary  waschanged  to  exclude  uranium  depos- 
its and  allow  development  of  these  mineral 
resources  (Map  2-30). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Area  Proposed  for  Wilderness 
Designation 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  provide  long-term  management  pro- 
tection for  wilderness  values  on  8,855  acres  of  the 
WSA.  Wilderness  values  would  benefit  in  certain 
areas  because  motorized  recreation  use  and  pow- 
erline  construction  would  be  precluded. 

Naturalness 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  (3.6  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without  motor  ve- 
hicle use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revegetate  and 


recontour  through  natural  processes.  The  visit- 
or's perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  620  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

The  natural  character  of  approximately  one 
acre  would  be  disturbed  by  the  improvement  of 
a  natural  tinaja.  Soil  and  plants  would  be  removed 
during  construction  to  accommodate  the  facili- 
ties, butwould  be  reused  to  helpconcealthedevel- 
opment.  The  man-made  structures  would  remain 
on-site  indefinitely,  but  would  blend  in  with  their 
surroundings  through  design  and  placement  con- 
siderations. The  surrounding  construction  area 
would  be  revegetated  and  recontoured  as  soon  as 
the  facilities  are  in  place.  The  visibility  of  the  tinaja 
would  reduce  the  visitor's  perception  of  natural- 
ness on  approximately  10  acres  surrounding  the 
facilities. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  within  the 
utility  corridor  that  overlaps  the  northern  edge  of 
the  WSA  would  maintain  the  wilderness  value  of 
naturalness.  The  installation  of  5.5  miles  of  towers 
and  lines  would  be  precluded,  and  approximately 
13.75  acres  of  vegetation  and  soil  disturbance 
from  motorized  equipment  would  not  occur 
within  the  corridor. 


View  northwest  to  mountainous  area,  Muggins  Mountains  WSA 
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Solitude 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  620  acres  of  the 
designated  area  presently  subject  to  the  sights 
and  sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  250  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude 
—especially  in  the  interior  drainages. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  in  the  portion  of  the  utility  corri- 
dor that  overlaps  the  area's  northern  boundary 
would  maintain  opportunities  for  solitude.  Wilder- 
ness users  would  not  see  or  hear  the  motorized 
equipment  that  is  used  for  these  activities  within 
a  1,000-acre  area  along  the  corridor. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  designated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  maintain  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  prevent- 
ing visitor  encounters  with  motorized  equipment 
and  work  crews  on  approximately  1,000  acres 
along  the  powerline. 


Special  Features 

Precluding  5.5  miles  of  powerline  construction 
in  portions  of  a  utility  corridor  that  overlap  the 
area's  northern  boundary  would  protect  scenic 
values  in  the  mountainous  area  around  Klothos 
Temple.  (The  powerlineand  its  associated  disturb- 
ances would  otherwise  noticeably  contrast  the 
natural  features  in  the  area.) 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Wig- 
gins' cholla  and  barrel  cactus  are  described  in  the 
analyses  of  impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species  and  Special  Status  Plants  for  this  alterna- 
tive. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude,  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation,  and  special  features  on  a  total  of 
approximately  8,845  acres  (99  percent  of  the  des- 
ignated portion  of  the  WSA)  by  precluding  con- 
struction and  maintenance  activities  along  5.5 


miles  of  powerline,  and  by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Improvement  of  one  natural  tinaja  would  impair 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on  approxi- 
mately 10  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  100  to  250  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  8,855  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial 
Wilderness  alternative  would  not  curtail  any  pro- 
jected mineral  exploration  activities  or  deny  any 
projected  mines,  as  the  designated  area  lacks 
high  mineral  potential. 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  8,855  acres  of  public 
would  not  affect  the  evaluation  and  development 
of  mineral  resources,  as  the  designated  area  lacks 
high  mineral  potential. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  wilderness  designation  would  pro- 
hibit motorized  recreation  use  on  8,855  acres  and 
close  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  des- 
ignated portion  of  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area 
of  an  estimated  70  VDY  of  motorized  recreation 
use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  three  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  within  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA,  some  of  the  displaced  motorized  recreation 
users  could  find  comparable  opportunities  on  the 
7.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of  new 
mine  roads  accessing  the  5,600-acre  nondesig- 
nated  portion  of  the  WSA,  or  on  nearby  areas  of 
public  land  outside  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 

Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  the  elimination  of  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  enhance  opportunities  for  non- 
motorized  recreation  on  approximately  620  acres 
within  the  area  by  eliminating  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motor  vehicles.  Nonmotorized  recre- 
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ation  activities  that  would  benefit  from  these 
actions  include  rock  climbing,  day  hiking,  back- 
packing and  small  game  and  deer  hunting. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  approximately 
1,000  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
on  all  8,855  acres  of  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA  by  precluding  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  along  5.5  miles  of  powerline,  and 
by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  three 
miles  of  vehicle  ways. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action  /Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pro- 
videadditionalprotectionforoneestimated  poten- 
tially eligible  National  Register  site  by: 

—  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  within  the  designated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA,  which  would  restrict  public 
access  to  the  site;  and 

—  precluding  construction  of  5.5  miles  of  pow- 
erline, which  would  reduce  surface  disturb- 
ances which  may  otherwise  impact  this  site. 

Together  these  measures  would  help  prevent 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruction  of 
this  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users,  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  the  site. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  three  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  by  preclud- 
ing construction  of  5.5  miles  of  powerline. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  place  8,855  acres  of  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA  under  wilderness 
designation. 

Within  the  designated  area,  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat  would  benefit  from:  1)  the  preven- 


tion of  habitat  loss  resulting  from  surface  disturb- 
ance, and  2)  the  long-term  rehabilitation  of  hab- 
itat through  revegetation  of  existing  surface  dis- 
turbance. Wilderness  designation  would  preclude 
construction  of  5.5  miles  of  powerline  in  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat,  thus  preventing  approxi- 
mately 13.75  acres  of  surface  disturbance.  Ex- 
isting surface  disturbance  on  3.6  acres  within  the 
habitat  area  would  revegetate  as  a  result  of  clos- 
ing three  miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  13.75  acres  of  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  precluding  surface 
disturbance  from  the  construction  of  5.5  miles  of 
powerline.  It  would  also  allow  the  rehabilitation 
of  existing  surface  disturbance  on  3.6  acres  of  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  closing  three  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  13.75  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  mon- 
sterand  spotted  bat  by  precluding  surface  disturb- 
ances from  construction  of  5.5  miles  of  powerline 
within  the  8,855-acre  designated  area. 

Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  would  provide  further  protec- 
tion for  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by 
minimizing  the  potential  of  individuals  and  bur- 
rows being  crushed  by  motor  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  13.75  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  mon- 
ster and  spotted  bat  by  precluding  surf  ace  disturb- 
ances from  the  construction  of  5.5  miles  of  pow- 
erline. It  would  also  minimize  the  potential  for 
motor  vehicles  crushing  desert  tortoise  and  Gila 
monster  individuals  and  their  burrows  by  closing 
three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  recre- 
ation use. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  Proposed 
Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alternative  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  13.75  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  Wiggins'  cholla  and  barrel 
cactus,  and  the  potential  destruction  of  individu- 
als in  these  species,  by  precluding  surface  disturb- 
ances from  the  construction  of  5.5  miles  of  pow- 
erline. 
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Closing  three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  would  allow  3.6  acres  of  poten- 
tial habitat  for  Wiggins'  cholla  and  barrel  cactus 
to  revegetate. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  13.75  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  Wiggins'  cholla  and  barrel 
cactus,  and  the  potential  destruction  of  individu- 
als in  these  species,  by  precluding  surface  disturb- 
ances from  the  construction  of  5.5  miles  of  pow- 
erline.  It  would  also  allow  revegetation  of  3.6 
acres  of  potential  habitat  for  these  species  by  clos- 
ing three  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized  rec- 
reation use. 


Area  Recommended  for  Uses 
Other  Than  Wilderness 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Wilderness  values  on  the  5,600-acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  returned  to  other  resource  uses  would 
not  receive  the  management  protection  provided 
by  wilderness  designation.  Overthe  long  term,  wil- 
derness values  in  certain  areas  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use, 
mineral  exploration,  two  anticipated  mining  ven- 
tures and  powerline  construction. 

Naturalness 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  three  acres  by  removing  vegeta- 
tion and  surface  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term  the  nat- 
ural character  of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased  im- 
pacts of  the  exploration  programs. 

Two  surface  mines  would  be  developed  and 
supported  by  three  miles  of  access  road.  These 
mines  would  be  in  drainages  near  the  eastern  and 
southern  edges  of  the  WSA.  Mining,  processing, 
storage  of  tailings  and  road  construction  for  these 
mines  would  directly  impair  naturalness  on  a  total 
of  approximately  350  acres  by  removing  surface 
soils  and  vegetation  and  recontouring  the  land- 
scape. During  the  life  of  the  mining  operations, 
the  disturbances  would  involve  mine  pits,  struc- 
tures, motorized  equipment,  tailings  piles  and 
access  roads.  Following  abandonment  of  the  oper- 
ations and  reclamation,  the  disturbances  would 
involve  only  areas  around  the  pits  (covering  a 
total  of  approximately  90  acres).  The  visitor's  per- 
ception of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or  impaired 


during  the  life  of  the  mining  operations  on  approx- 
imately 4,500  acres  —  where  the  operations  would 
be  visible  within  the  designated  portion  of  the 
WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  7.5  miles  (nine 
acres)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  continue  to  impair  the 
wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  With  continued 
motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  not 
revegetate  or  recontour  through  natural  pro- 
cesses. The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness 
would  consequently  be  impaired  over  approxi- 
mately 1,550  acres  —  the  immediate  area  of  dis- 
turbance and  the  larger  area  from  which  the  vehi- 
cle ways  are  visible. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  360  to  700  VDY  would  adversely  affect 
naturalness  within  the  area,  as  new  disturbances 
to  soils  and  vegetation  would  be  caused  by  motor 
vehicles  leaving  the  existing  vehicle  ways.  These 
new  disturbances  would  cover  approximately  six 
acres  and  would  be  visible  over  the  same  area  as 
the  existing  vehicle  ways. 

The  natural  character  of  approximately  one 
acre  would  be  disturbed  by  construction  of  an 
apron  wildlife  water  catchment.  Soil  and  plants 
would  be  removed  during  construction  to  accom- 
modate the  facilities,  but  would  be  reused  to  help 
conceal  the  development.  The  man-made  struc- 
tures would  remain  on-site  indefinitely,  but  would 
blend  in  with  their  surroundings  through  design 
and  placement  considerations.  The  surrounding 
construction  area  would  be  revegetated  and 
recontoured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place. 
The  visibility  of  the  catchment  would  reduce  the 
visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  on  approxi- 
mately ten  acres  surrounding  the  facilities. 

Construction  of  3.5  miles  of  powerline  in  por- 
tions of  the  utility  corridor  that  overlap  the  north- 
ern edge  of  the  WSA  would  impair  naturalness  on 
approximately  8.75  acres  by  removing  vegetation 
and  surface  soils  and  installing  towers  and  lines. 
The  surface  disturbances  in  this  area  would  result 
from  the  use  of  motorized  equipment.  In  addition, 
the  visibility  of  the  surface  disturbances  and  pow- 
erline facilities  would  impair  the  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  over  an  area  of  approximately 
1,500  acres  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 


Solitude 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
around  three  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 
teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longer  than  one 
month  for  each  exploration  program. 
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Sights  and  sounds  from  the  development  and 
operation  of  two  surface  mines  and  three  miles  of 
access  road  would  result  in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This 
loss  would  be  noticeable  on  the  350  acres  dis- 
turbed by  mining  operations  and  on  approxi- 
mately 4,500  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
operations,  and  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the 
mines.  The  sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the 
mines  would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motor- 
ized equipment,  vehiculartraffic  and  human  activ- 
ity at  the  operations  and  along  the  access  roads. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  7.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  three  miles 
of  mine  road  would  continue  to  impair  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Visitors  would  see  or  hear  the 
motorized  vehicles  that  use  these  ways  and  roads 
on  approximately  2, 170  acres  within  the  nondesig- 
nated  area. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  360  to  700  VDY  would  increase  the  pos- 
sibility of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  within 
the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities in  the  corridor  along  the  north  side  of  the  area 
would  periodically  impair  opportunities  for  soli- 
tude. Wilderness  users  would  be  likely  to  see  or 
hear  motorized  equipment  and  work  crews  within 
a  1 ,500-acre  area  adjacent  to  the  powerline  during 
construction  and  maintenance  periods. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  and 
around  three  acres  —  the  result  of  mechanical 
equipment  operation  and  the  presence  of  explo- 
ration teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 350  acres  in  drainages  near  the  area's 
eastern  and  southern  edges  because  of  mineral 
development  on  two  surface  mines.  This  loss 
would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining  opera- 
tions. Sights  and  sounds  associated  with  develop- 
ment and  operation  of  the  two  mines  and  three 
miles  of  vehicle  access  would  impair  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreational  opportunities  on  approx- 
imately 4,500  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
mining  operations.  The  impacts  would  primarily 
affect  opportunities  involving  foot  travel  along  the 
eastern  and  southern  edges  of  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  7.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  three  miles  of  mine  road  would  continue 
to  impair  opportunities  for  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined recreation  due  to  visitor  encounters  with 


motorized  vehicles  within  the  nondesignated  por- 
tion of  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  360  to  700  VDY  would  increase  the  like- 
lihood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities and  their  associated  motorized  equipment 
usage  would  impair  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  by  causing  visitor 
encounters  with  work  crews  and  motorized  equip- 
ment on  approximately  1 ,500  acres  near  the  pow- 
erline. Such  impacts  would  be  temporary  in 
nature,  with  the  maintenance  activities  usually 
covering  less  than  one  week  per  year. 


Special  Features 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Wig- 
gins' cholla  and  barrel  cactus  are  described  in  the 
analyses  of  impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species  and  Special  Status  Plants  for  this  alterna- 
tive. 

Conclusion: Two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  the  development  of  two  sur- 
face mines  would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on 
a  total  of  approximately  4,500  acres  (80  percent 
of  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  7.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  would  continue  to  impair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  rec- 
reation on  approximately  1,550  acres  (28  percent 
of  the  WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  from  360  to  700  VDY  would  further 
impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  opportu- 
nities in  this  area. 

Construction  of  one  apron  wildlife  water  catch- 
ment would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natu- 
ralness on  approximately  ten  acres. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  solitude 
and  primitive  recreation  on  approximately  1,500 
acres  (27  percent  of  the  WSA). 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

The  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native would  allow  mineral  entry  on  5,590  acres 
of  public  land.  (The  remaining  ten  acres  are  under 
U.S.  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawal,  and 
would  remain  closed  to  mineral  entry.) 

It  is  estimated  that  two  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  (covering  a  total  of  approx- 
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imatelythreeacres)  would  occur,  and  thattwo  sur- 
face mines  (covering  a  total  of  approximately  350 
acres)  would  be  developed  in  the  southeastern 
portion  of  the  WSA.  Because  of  these  mining  activ- 
ities, potential  mineral  resources  would  be  fully 
evaluated  and  developed  on  lands  that  are  not 
under  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawal  in  this 
area. 

Conclusion:  Potential  mineral  resources  on  lands 
that  are  not  under  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdra- 
wal would  be  fully  evaluated  in  two  mineral  explo- 
ration programs  and  developed  at  two  projected 
mines. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  7.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  three 
miles  of  mine  roads  on  5,600  acres  would  remain 
available  for  motorized  recreation  use. 

Because  of  the  closure  of  three  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  in  the  designated  area  (which  would  dis- 
place motorized  use  to  this  area)  and  because  of 
regional  population  growth,  BLM  estimates  that 
motorized  recreation  use  would  increase  to  700 
VDY  from  360  VDY.  This  94  percent  increase 
would  decrease  the  quality  of  motorized  recre- 
ation opportunities  due  to  overcrowding  on  heavy 
use  periods. 

Conclusion:  A  94  percent  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  would  decrease  the  quality  of 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  on  the 
7.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of  mine 
roads  in  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wilderness 
alternative,  nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  impaired  over  an  area  of  approxi- 
mately 4,500  acres  by  sights  and  sounds  from  min- 
ing, construction  and  traffic  at  two  surface  mines 
within  the  area.  Temporary  impairment  would 
also  result  from  two  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams in  the  area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinueto  be  impaired  by  the  large  increase  in  motor- 
ized recreation  use.  Nonmotorized  recreationists 
would  be  subjected  to  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motorized  recreation  use,  especially  along  the  7.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of  new  mine 
roads.  An  estimated  2,1 70  acres  would  be  affected 
—  the  area  on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle  ways 
where  motorized  vehicles  could  be  seen  and 


heard  by  nonmotorized  recreationists.  As  a  result, 
nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  would  decrease  from  an  estimated 
70  VDY  to  an  estimated  50  VDY. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  94  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  poweriine  construction 
and  maintenance  activities  would  impair  nonmot- 
orized recreation  on  approximately  1,500  acres  in 
portions  of  the  3.5-mile-long  corridor  at  the  north 
end  of  the  nondesignated  area. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  impaired  on  atotal  of  approx- 
imately 4,500  acres  (80  percent  of  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA)  by  two  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  the  development  of  two 
surface  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 1,550  acres  (28  percent  of  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA)  by  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  7.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  three 
miles  of  mine  roads.  These  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  94  percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 1,500  acres  (27  percent  of  the  nondesig- 
nated portion  of  the  WSA)  by  poweriine  construc- 
tion and  maintenance  activities. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Nondesignation  of  this  5,600-acre  portion  of 
the  WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any  significant 
cultural  resources,  as  no  potentially  eligible  Na- 
tional Register  sites  are  projected  to  be  located 
inside  the  area. 

Conclusion:  Nondesignation  of  this  portion  of  the 
WSA  would  probably  not  affect  any  significant  cul- 
tural resources. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Within  the  nondesignated  area,  5,600  acres  of 
crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  would  not  have  the 
protection  wilderness  designation  would  provide. 
As  a  result,  some  of  this  habitat  would  be  lost 
because  of  surface  disturbances  from  mining 
activities  and  poweriine  construction.  Two  sur- 
face mines  would  be  developed  in  crucial  bighorn 
sheep  habitat,  causing  approximately  350  acres 
of  surface  disturbance.  Two  mineral  exploration 
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programs  would  disturb  another  three  acres  of 
habitat.  The  loss  of  habitat  from  these  disturb- 
ances would  persist  until  the  operations  are  aban- 
doned and  fully  rehabilitated.  Construction  activ- 
ities for  3.5  miles  of  powerline  would  disturb  an 
additional  8.75  acres  of  habitat. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  7.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  (9.1  acres)  and  three  miles  of  new 
mine  roads  (3.6  acres)  would  not  revegetate 
because  of  continued  motorized  recreation  use. 
As  a  result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that 
is  affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be 
rehabilitated. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  two  min- 
eral exploration  programs,  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  and  construction  of  3.5  miles 
of  powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 361 .75  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  hab- 
itat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  7.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of  mine 
roads  would  preclude  rehabilitation  of  12.7  acres 
of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines  and  construction  of  3.5  miles  of  powerline 
within  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA 
could  cause  a  loss  of  habitat  for  the  desert  tor- 
toise, Gila  monster  and  spotted  bat  on  a  total  of 
approximately  362  acres. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  7.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  three  miles  of  mine  roads  would  con- 
tinue to  occasionally  result  in  desert  tortoise  and 
Gila  monster  individuals  being  crushed  by  vehi- 
cles. The  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individ- 
uals would  be  crushed  along  vehicle  ways  and 
mine  roads  in  the  area.  In  addition,  desert  tortoise 
individuals  and  their  burrows  (which  are  concen- 
trated in  wash  areas)  would  be  crushed  in  washes 
that  are  accessible  to  motorized  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  two  min- 
eral exploration  programs,  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  and  construction  of  3.5  miles 
of  powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 362  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise,  Gila  monster  and  spotted  bat  within  the 
nondesignated  area. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  7.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  three  miles  of  mine  roads  would  con- 
tinue to  crush  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  in- 
dividuals and  their  burrows. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines  and  construction  of  3.5  miles  of  powerline 
could  result  in  the  loss  of  individuals  and  habitat 
for  barrel  cactus  and  Wiggins'  cholla  on  a  total  of 
approximately  362  acres  in  the  nondesignated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  7.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of  mine 
roads  would  preclude  the  revegetation  of  12.6 
acres  of  surface  disturbance  on  potential  habitat 
for  Wiggins'  cholla  and  barrel  cactus  within  the 
nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  two  min- 
eral exploration  programs,  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  and  construction  of  3.5  miles 
of  powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 362  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  Wiggins' 
chollaand  barrel  cactus,  and  the  potential  destruc- 
tion of  individuals  in  these  species,  within  the  non- 
designated  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  7.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of  mine 
roads  would  preclude  the  revegetation  of  12.6 
acres  of  potential  habitat  for  Wiggins'  cholla  and 
barrel  cactus. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
be  Avoided 

Wilderness  values  on  portions  of  the  WSA 
would  be  disturbed  by  mining,  motorized  recre- 
ation use  and  powerline  construction. 

Relationship  Between  Short-Term 
Uses  and  Long-Term  Productivity 

The  development  of  two  mines,  continued 
motorized  recreation  use  and  powerline  construc- 
tion would  disturb  the  naturalness  of  the  area  in 
the  long  term. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

The  minerals  mined  would  be  used  up  and  irre- 
versibly lost  to  future  use. 
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Rolling  hills,  Muggins  Mountains  WSA 


Wilderness    values    could     be    irretrievably 
impaired  on  the  350  acres  developed  for  minerals. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  designate 
14,455  acres  as  wilderness. 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  provide 
long-term  management  protection  for  wilderness 
values  on  14,455  acres  of  the  WSA.  Wilderness 
values  would  benefit  in  certain  areas  because 
motorized  recreation  use,  mineral  exploration, 
two  anticipated  mining  ventures  and  powerline 
construction  would  be  precluded. 


Naturalness 

Precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  would  benefit  the  preservation  of 
natural  values  on  approximately  three  acres  by 
preventing  soil  and  vegetation  removal  by  motor- 
ized equipment. 


Precluding  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines  by  withdrawal  of  the  area  from  mineral 
entry  would  benefit  the  preservation  of  natural 
values  on  a  total  of  approximately  350  acres.  The 
soil  and  vegetation  removal  and  landscape  recont- 
ouring  that  would  result  from  mining  operations 
would  be  prevented  on  the  lands.  Mine  pits,  struc- 
tures, motorized  equipment,  access  roads  and 
other  types  of  developments  would  not  be 
allowed  to  occur. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5 
miles  (12.6  acres)  of  vehicle  ways  would  benefit 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness.  Without 
motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehicle  ways  would  revege- 
tate  and  recontour  through  natural  processes. 
The  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  would  be 
enhanced  over  approximately  2,170  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

The  natural  character  of  approximately  two 
acres  would  be  disturbed  by  the  improvement  of 
a  natural  tinaja  and  the  construction  of  an  apron 
wildlife  water  catchment.  Soil  and  plants  would  be 
removed  during  construction  to  accommodate 
the  facilities,  but  would  be  reused  to  help  conceal 
the  developments.  The  man-made  structures 
would  remain  on-site  indefinitely,  but  would 
blend  in  with  their  surroundings  through  design 
and  placement  considerations.  The  surrounding 
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construction  areas  would  be  revegetated  and  re- 
contoured  as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place. 
The  visibility  of  the  tinaja  and  catchment  would 
reduce  the  visitor's  perception  of  naturalness  on 
approximately  20  acres  surrounding  the  facilities. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  within  the 
utility  corridor  that  overlaps  the  northern  edge  of 
the  WSA  would  maintain  the  wilderness  value  of 
naturalness.  The  installation  of  nine  miles  of  tow- 
ers and  lines  would  be  precluded,  and  approxi- 
mately 22.5  acres  of  vegetation  and  soil  disturb- 
ance from  motorized  equipment  would  not  occur 
within  the  corridor. 


mately  350  acres,  and  maintain  these  opportuni- 
ties over  an  additional  4,500  acres. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
minimizing  the  possibility  of  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  maintain  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by  prevent- 
ing visitor  encounters  with  motorized  equipment 
and  work  crews  on  approximately  2,500  acres 
near  the  powerline. 


Solitude 

Precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
solitude  during  the  time  when  exploration  would 
otherwise  have  taken  place. 

Precluding  two  surface  mining  operations  on 
350  acres  would  maintain  opportunities  for  soli- 
tude over  approximately  4,500  acres  within  the 
WSA.  If  these  mines  were  developed  they  would 
cause  additional  dust,  noise,  human  activity  and 
vehicular  traffic  within  the  WSA. 

Eliminating  motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  would  enhance  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Wilderness  visitors  would  not  see 
or  hear  motorized  vehicles  on  the  2,170  acres  of 
the  WSA  presently  subject  to  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  motorized  recreation  use. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  1 70  to  300  VDY  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other  recreationists, 
thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  solitude  — 
especially  in  the  interior  drainages. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  in  portion  of  the  utility  corridor 
that  overlaps  the  area's  northern  boundary  would 
maintain  opportunities  for  solitude.  Wilderness 
users  would  not  see  or  hear  the  motorized  equip- 
ment that  is  used  for  these  activities  within  a 
2,500-acre  area  adjacent  to  the  powerline. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Precluding  two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  during  those 
periods  when  such  activity  would  otherwise 
occur. 

Precluding  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines  in  drainages  near  the  area's  eastern  and 
southern  edges  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  on  approxi- 


Special  Features 

Precluding  nine  miles  of  powerline  construc- 
tion in  portions  of  a  utility  corridor  that  overlap 
the  area's  northern  boundary  would  protect  sce- 
nic values  in  the  mountainous  area  around  Klo- 
thos  Temple.  (The  powerline  and  its  associated 
disturbances  would  otherwise  noticeably  con- 
trast the  natural  features  in  the  area.) 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Wig- 
gins' cholla  and  barrel  cactus  are  described  in  the 
analyses  of  impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species  and  Special  Status  Plants  for  this  alterna- 
tive. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude,  primitive  recreation  and 
special  features  across  a  total  of  approximately 
14,435  acres  (99  percent  of  the  WSA)  by  preclud- 
ing two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams, the  development  of  two  surface  mines, 
and  construction  and  maintenance  activities 
along  nine  miles  of  powerline,  and  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways. 

Improvement  of  one  tinaja  and  construction  of 
one  apron  wildlife  water  catchment  would  impair 
the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness  on  approxi- 
mately 20  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  170  to  300  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Withdrawal  of  14,455  acres  of  public  land  from 
mineral  entry  under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative 
would  result  in  the  curtailment  of  two  comprehen- 
sive mineral  exploration  programs  (covering  a 
total  of  approximately  three  acres)  and  the  denial 
of  two  projected  surface  mines  (covering  approx- 
imately 350  acres).  Because  of  this  denial,  poten- 
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tial  mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  would  not 
be  fully  evaluated  and  developed. 

Conclusion:  Withdrawal  of  14,455  acres  of  public 
land  would  prevent  the  evaluation  and  develop- 
ment of  mineral  resources  within  the  WSA  by  cur- 
tailing two  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
denying  two  projected  mines. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  alternative,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  motorized  recre- 
ation use  on  14,455  acres  and  close  10.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA.  The  loss  in  this  area 
of  an  estimated  430  VDY  of  motorized  recreation 
use  would  result. 

Although  opportunities  for  motorized  recre- 
ation use  would  be  lost  on  the  10.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  within  the  WSA,  some  of  the  displaced 
motorized  recreation  users  could  find  compara- 
ble opportunities  on  nearby  areas  of  public  land. 

Conclusion:  Closing  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use  would  eliminate  all 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation  use  in  the 
WSA. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Precluding  two  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  the  development  of  two  surface  mines  under 
the  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  preserve  op- 
portunities for  nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  a 
total  of  approximately  4,500  acres  within  the 
WSA. 

The  elimination  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  enhance  opportunities  for  nonmotorized 
recreation  on  approximately  2,170  acres  within 
the  WSA  by  eliminating  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
motor  vehicles.  Nonmotorized  recreation  activi- 
ties that  would  benefit  from  these  actions  include 
day  hiking,  backpacking,  camping,  rock  climbing 
and  hunting. 

Precluding  powerline  construction  and  mainte- 
nance activities  would  preserve  opportunities  for 
nonmotorized  recreation  use  on  approximately 
1,500  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  rec- 
reation use  would  be  enhanced  and  maintained 
on  all  14,455  acres  of  the  WSA  by  precluding  two 
mineral  exploration  programs,  the  development 
of  two  surface  mines,  and  construction  and  main- 
tenance activities  along  nine  miles  of  powerline, 
and  by  eliminating  motorized  recreation  on  10.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion for  one  estimated  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by: 

—  closing  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motor- 
ized recreation  use  within  the  WSA, 

—  precluding  two  mineral  exploration  programs 
and  two  surface  mining  operations  on  approx- 
imately 350  acres,  and 

—  precluding  construction  of  nine  miles  of  pow- 
erline. 

The  prohibition  of  motorized  recreation  use 
would  restrict  public  access  to  the  site,  and  the 
preclusion  of  mining  related  activities  and  power- 
line  construction  activities  would  reduce  surface 
disturbances  which  may  otherwise  impact  this 
site.  Together  these  measures  would  help  prevent 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  and  destruction  to 
this  site. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  especially  hikers,  could  result  in  iso- 
lated incidents  of  casual  disturbance,  vandalism 
or  destruction  at  the  site. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  help 
prevent  vandalism,  casual  disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one  potentially  eligible  National 
Register  site  by  closing  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized  recreation  use,  and  by  precluding 
two  mineral  exploration  programs,  two  surface 
mines  and  construction  of  nine  miles  of  power- 
line. 

Increased  visitation  by  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation users  could  result  in  isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance,  vandalism  or  site  destruction. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

.  The  All  Wilderness  alternative  would  afford  wil- 
derness protection  for  14,455  acres  of  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  within  the  WSA 
would  benefit  from:  1)  the  prevention  of  habitat 
loss  resulting  from  surface  disturbance,  and  2) 
the  long-term  rehabilitation  of  habitat  through 
revegetation  of  existing  surface  disturbance.  By 
precluding  the  development  of  two  mines  in  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat,  approximately  350 
acres  of  surface  disturbance  would  be  prevented. 
The  curtailment  of  two  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  prevent  surface  disturbance  on 
another  three  acres  of  habitat.  Precluding  con- 
struction of  nine  miles  of  powerline  would  prevent 
surface  disturbance  on  another  22.5  acres  of  hab- 
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itat.  Finally,  closing  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways 
within  the  habitat  area  to  motorized  recreation 
use  would  result  in  revegetation  of  12.6  acres  of 
existing  surface  disturbance  on  10.5  miles  of  ve- 
hicle ways. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  375.5  acres  of  cru- 
cial bighorn  sheep  habitat  by  precluding  three 
acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  two  mineral 
exploration  programs,  350  acres  of  surface  dis- 
turbance from  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines,  and  22.5  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from 
construction  of  nine  miles  of  powerline.  It  would 
also  allowthe  rehabilitation  of  existing  surface  dis- 
turbance on  12.6  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  by  closing  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately 375.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise,  Giia  monster  and  spotted  bat  by 
precluding  350  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from 
the  development  of  two  surface  mines,  three 
acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  two  mineral 
exploration  programs  and  22.5  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  from  construction  of  nine  miles  of 
powerline. 

Closing  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  provide  additional  protec- 
tion to  the  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  by  min- 
imizing the  potential  of  individuals  and  burrows 
being  crushed  by  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  375.5  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  mon- 
sterand  spotted  bat  by  precluding  surface  disturb- 
ances from  two  mineral  exploration  programs,  the 
development  of  two  surface  mines,  and  construc- 
tion of  nine  miles  of  powerline.  It  would  also  min- 
imize the  potential  for  motor  vehicles  crushing 
desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individuals  and 
their  burrows  by  closing  10.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Wilderness  designation  under  the  All  Wilder- 
ness alternative  would  prevent  the  loss  of  approx- 
imately 375.5  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  Wig- 
gins' cholla  and  barrel  cactus,  and  the  potential 
destruction  of  individuals  in  these  species,  by  pre- 
cluding 350  acres  of  surface  disturbances  from 


two  surface  mines,  three  acres  of  surface  disturb- 
ance from  two  mineral  exploration  programs  and 
22.5  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  construc- 
tion of  nine  miles  of  powerline. 

Closing  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would  allow  12.6  acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  Wiggins'  cholla  and  barrel  cactus  to  re- 
vegetate  within  the  area. 

Conclusion:  Wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
vent the  loss  of  approximately  375.5  acres  of 
potential  habitat  for  Wiggins'  cholla  and  barrel 
cactus,  and  the  potential  destruction  of  individu- 
als in  thesespecies,  by  precluding  surface  disturb- 
ances from  two  mineral  exploration  programs,  the 
development  of  two  surface  mines  and  construc- 
tion of  nine  miles  of  powerline.  It  would  also  allow 
revegetation  of  12.6  acres  of  potential  habitat  for 
these  species  by  closing  10.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  to  motorized  recreation  use. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 


No  Wilderness  Alternative 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  would  return 
14,455  acres  to  other  resource  uses  (Map  2-31). 

Under  this  alternative  the  following  environ- 
mental consequences  are  anticipated. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  none  of 
the  wilderness  values  on  14,455  acres  would 
receive  the  management  protection  provided  by 
wilderness  designation.  Over  the  long  term,  wil- 
derness values  in  certain  areas  would  be 
adversely  impacted  by  motorized  recreation  use, 
mineral  exploration,  two  anticipated  mining  ven- 
tures and  powerline  construction. 


Naturalness 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  directly  impair  the  natural  character 
of  approximately  three  acres  by  removing  vegeta- 
tion and  surface  soils.  This  disturbance  would 
result  from  motorized  equipment,  and  would  be 
temporary  in  nature.  Over  the  long  term  the  nat- 
ural character  of  the  area  would  be  restored  as  nat- 
ural processes  and  vegetation  growth  erased  im- 
pacts of  the  exploration  programs. 

Two  surface  mines  would  be  developed  and 
supported  by  three  miles  of  access  road.  These 
mines  would  be  in  drainages  near  the  eastern  and 
southern  edges  of  the  WSA.  Mining,  processing, 
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storage  of  tailings  and  road  construction  for  these 
mines  would  directly  impair  naturalness  on  a  total 
of  approximately  350  acres  by  removing  surface 
soils  and  vegetation  and  recontouring  the  land- 
scape. During  the  life  of  the  mining  operations, 
the  disturbances  would  involve  mine  pits,  struc- 
tures, motorized  equipment,  tailings  piles  and 
access  roads.  Following  abandonment  of  theoper- 
ations  and  reclamation,  the  disturbances  would 
involve  only  areas  around  the  pits  (covering  a 
total  of  approximately  90  acres).  The  visitor's  per- 
ception of  naturalness  would  be  lost  or  impaired 
during  the  life  of  the  mining  operations  on  approx- 
imately 4,500  acres  —  where  the  operations  would 
be  visible  within  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  the  10.5  miles  (12.6 
acres)  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  WSA  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  natural- 
ness. With  continued  motor  vehicle  use,  the  vehi- 
cle ways  would  not  revegetate  or  recontour 
through  natural  processes.  The  visitor's  percep- 
tion of  naturalness  would  consequently  be 
impaired  over  approximately  2,170  acres  —  the 
immediate  area  of  disturbance  and  the  larger  area 
from  which  the  vehicle  ways  are  visible. 

The  natural  character  of  approximately  two 
acres  would  be  disturbed  by  construction  of  an 
apron  wildlife  water  catchment  and  the  improve- 
ment of  a  natural  tinaja.  Soil  and  plants  would  be 
removed  during  construction  to  accommodate 
the  facilities.  The  man-made  structures  would 
remain  on-site  indefinitely,  but  would  blend  in 
with  theirsurroundingsthrough  design  and  place- 
ment considerations.  The  surrounding  construc- 
tion areas  would  be  revegetated  and  recontoured 
as  soon  as  the  facilities  are  in  place.  The  visibility 
of  the  catchment  and  tinaja  would  reduce  the  vis- 
itor's perception  of  naturalness  on  approximately 
20  acres  surrounding  the  facilities. 

Construction  of  nine  miles  of  powerline  in  por- 
tions of  the  utility  corridor  that  overlap  the  north- 
ern edge  of  the  WSA  would  impair  naturalness  on 
22.5  acres  by  removing  vegetation  and  surface 
soils  and  installing  towers  and  lines.  The  surface 
disturbances  in  this  area  would  result  from  the 
use  of  motorized  equipment.  In  addition,  the  vis- 
ibility of  the  surface  disturbance  and  powerline 
facilities  would  impair  the  visitor's  perception  of 
naturalness  over  an  area  of  approximately  2,500 
acres  within  the  WSA. 


Solitude 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  solitude  in  and 
around  three  acres  because  of  mechanical  equip- 
ment operation  and  the  presence  of  exploration 


teams.  This  activity  would  not  last  longer  than  one 
month  for  each  exploration  program. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  the  development  and 
operation  of  two  surface  mines  and  three  miles  of 
access  road  would  result  in  a  loss  of  solitude.  This 
loss  would  be  noticeable  on  the  350  acres  dis- 
turbed by  mining  operations  and  on  approxi- 
mately 4,500  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
operations,  and  would  continue  for  the  life  of  the 
mines.  The  sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the 
mines  would  include  noise  and  dust  from  motor- 
ized equipment,  vehiculartraffic  and  human  activ- 
ity at  the  operations  and  along  the  access  roads. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  motorized  recreation 
use  on  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  three  miles 
of  mine  road  would  continue  to  impair  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude.  Visitors  would  see  or  and  hear 
the  motorized  vehicles  that  use  these  ways  and 
trails  on  approximately  2,790  acres  within  the 
WSA. 

The  projected  increases  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  430  to  700  VDY  and  in  nonmoto- 
rized  recreation  use  from  170  to  300  VDY  would 
increase  the  possibility  of  visitors  meeting  other 
recreationists,  thereby  reducing  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities in  the  corridor  along  the  northern  edge  of  the 
WSA  would  periodically  impair  opportunities  for 
solitude.  Wilderness  users  would  be  likely  to  see 
or  hear  motorized  equipment  and  work  crews 
within  a  2,500-acre  area  adjacent  to  the  powerline 
during  construction  and  maintenance  periods. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Two  comprehensive  mineral  exploration  pro- 
grams would  temporarily  impair  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfinea  recreation  in  and 
around  three  acres  —  the  result  of  mechanical 
equipment  operation  and  the  presence  of  explo- 
ration teams. 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  rec- 
reation would  be  directly  lost  on  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 350  acres  in  drainages  near  the  area's 
eastern  and  southern  edges  because  of  mineral 
development  on  two  surface  mines.  This  loss 
would  continue  for  the  life  of  the  mining  opera- 
tions. Sights  and  sounds  associated  with  develop- 
ment and  operation  of  the  two  mines  and  three 
miles  of  vehicle  access  would  impair  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreational  opportunities  on  approx- 
imately 4,500  acres  immediately  surrounding  the 
mining  operations.  The  impacts  would  primarily 
affect  opportunities  involving  foot  travel  along  the 
area's  eastern  and  southern  edges. 
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Motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  three  miles  of  mine  road  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  due  to  visitor  encounters 
with  motorized  vehicles  within  the  WSA. 

The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recreation 
use  from  430  to  700  VDY  would  increase  the  like- 
lihood of  visitor  encounters  with  motorized  vehi- 
cles, thereby  reducing  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  within  the  area. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activ- 
ities and  their  associated  motorized  equipment 
usage  would  impair  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  by  causing  visitor 
encounters  with  work  crews  and  motorized  equip- 
ment on  approximately  2,500  acres  near  the  pow- 
erline. Such  impacts  would  be  temporary  in 
nature,  with  the  maintenance  activities  usually 
covering  less  than  one  week  per  year. 


Special  Features 

Construction  of  nine  miles  of  powerline  in  por- 
tions of  a  utility  corridor  that  overlap  the  area's 
northern  boundary  would  adversely  affect  scenic 
values  in  the  mountainous  area  around  Klothos 
Temple.  The  towers,  lines  and  associated  surface 
disturbances  would  noticeably  contrast  the  natu- 
ral features  in  this  area. 

Impacts  on  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Wig- 
gins' cholla  and  barrel  cactus  are  described  in  the 
analyses  of  impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species  and  Special  Status  Plants  for  this  alterna- 
tive. 

Conc/us/on; Two  comprehensive  mineral  explora- 
tion programs  and  the  development  of  two  sur- 
face mines  would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on 
a  total  of  approximately  4,500  acres  (31  percent 
of  the  WSA). 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  three  miles  of  mine  roads  would  con- 
tinue to  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on 
approximately  2,790  acres  (19  percent  of  the 
WSA).  The  projected  increase  in  motorized  recre- 
ation use  from  430  to  700  VDY  would  further 
impair  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  opportu- 
nities in  this  area. 

Construction  of  one  apron  wildlife  water  catch- 
ment and  improvement  of  one  natural  tinaja 
would  impair  the  wilderness  value  of  naturalness 
on  approximately  20  acres. 

Powerline  construction  and  maintenance 
would  impair  the  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude,  primitive  recreation  and  special 


features  on  approximately  2,500  acres  (18  percent 
of  the  WSA). 

The  projected  increase  in  nonmotorized  recre- 
ation use  from  170  to  300  VDY  would  reduce 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Mineral  Development 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  the  WSA 
would  have  14,405  acres  of  public  land  open  to 
mineral  entry  under  the  mining  laws.  (The  re- 
maining 50  acres  are  under  U.S.  Bureau  of  Rec- 
lamation withdrawal,  and  would  remain  closed  to 
mineral  entry.) 

It  is  estimated  that  two  comprehensive  mineral 
exploration  programs  (covering  a  total  of  approx- 
imately three  acres)  would  occur  and  that  two 
mines  (covering  a  total  of  approximately  350 
acres)  would  eventually  be  developed  within  the 
WSA.  As  a  result  of  these  mining  activities,  poten- 
tial mineral  resources  would  be  fully  evaluated 
and  developed  on  lands  that  are  not  under  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  withdrawal  in  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Potential  mineral  resources  on  lands 
that  are  not  under  Bureau  of  Reclamation  with- 
drawal within  the  WSA  would  be  fully  evaluated 
in  two  mineral  exploration  programs  and  devel- 
oped at  two  projected  mines. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation  Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  10.5  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of  new  mine  road 
on  14,455  acres  would  be  available  for  motorized 
recreation  use.  Because  of  regional  population 
growth,  BLM  estimates  that  motorized  recreation 
use  would  increase  to  700  VDY  from  430  VDY. 
While  this  63  percent  increase  would  periodically 
lessen  the  quality  of  motorized  recreation  oppor- 
tunities due  to  overcrowding  on  heavy  use  peri- 
ods, the  resource  is  generally  adequate  to  accom- 
modate this  growth  without  impairing  oppor- 
tunities for  motorized  recreation. 

Conclusion:  An  estimated  increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  to  700  VDY  from  430  VDY  would 
not  affect  opportunities  for  motorized  recreation 
use  on  the  10.5  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  three 
miles  of  mine  roads  within  the  WSA,  except  for 
some  impairment  during  heavy  use  periods. 


Impacts  on  Nonmotorized  Recreation 
Use 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  nonmoto- 
rized recreation  opportunities  would  be  impaired 


421 


ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 


over  an  area  of  approximately  4,500  acres  by 
sights  and  sounds  from  mining,  construction  and 
traffic  at  two  surface  mines  within  the  WSA.  Tem- 
porary impairment  would  also  resultfrom  two  min- 
eral exploration  programs  in  the  area. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
continue  to  be  impaired  by  motorized  recreation 
use.  Nonmotorized  recreationists  would  be  sub- 
jected to  the  sights  and  sounds  of  motorized  rec- 
reational use,  especially  along  10.5  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  three  miles  of  new  mine  roads.  An 
estimated  2,790  acres  would  be  affected  —  the 
area  on  and  adjacent  to  the  vehicle  ways  where 
motorized  vehicles  could  be  seen  and  heard  by 
nonmotorized  recreationists. 

Nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  would 
be  further  impaired  by  a  projected  63  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use  within  the 
area. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  powerline  construction 
and  maintenance  activities  would  impair  nonmot- 
orized recreation  on  approximately  2,500  acres  in 
portions  of  the  nine-mile-long  corridor  along  the 
northern  side  of  the  WSA. 

Conclusion:  Nonmotorized  recreation  opportuni- 
ties would  be  lessened  across  a  total  of  approx- 
imately 4,500  acres  (31  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
two  mineral  exploration  programs  and  the  devel- 
opment of  two  surface  mines. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 2,790  acres  (19  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5  miles  of  vehicle 
ways  and  three  miles  of  mine  roads.  These  oppor- 
tunities would  be  further  impaired  by  a  63  percent 
increase  in  motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for  nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally  impaired  across  approxi- 
mately 2,500  acres  (18  percent  of  the  WSA)  by 
powerline  construction  and  maintenance  activi- 
ties. 


Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  certain 
uses  and  activities  could  have  an  adverse  effect 
ononeestimatedpotentiallyeligible/Vaf/ona/flegr- 
ister  site.  The  uses  and  activities  which  could 
impact  the  integrity  of  this  cultural  resource  site 
are  - 

—  increased  visitation  by  motorized  and  non- 
motorized  recreation  users  (including  hunt- 
ers and  hikers),  who  could  impact  the  sites 
by  various  forms  of  site  use  ranging  from  cas- 
ual disturbance  to  vandalism  or  destruction. 


—  mining  activities,  including  exploration  and 
the  excavation  of  less  than  five  acres  (without 
the  benefit  of  a  cultural  resource  evaluation 
as  required  by  a  plan  of  operation  for  larger 
acreages),  which  could  damage  or  destroy 
this  site  by  surface  disturbance. 

—  construction  of  nine  miles  of  powerline, 
which  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  the  site 
by  surface  disturbance. 

In  addition,  surface  disturbances  on  approxi- 
mately 350  acres  from  the  development  of  two 
mines  could  destroy  the  integrity  of  this  site. 

Conclusion:  One  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister site  could  be  adversely  impacted  by  casual 
disturbance,  vandalism  and  sitedestruction  result- 
ing from  increased  visitation  by  recreation  users, 
and  by  surface  disturbances  resulting  from  min- 
eral exploration,  the  development  of  two  mines 
and  construction  of  nine  miles  of  powerline. 


Impacts  on  Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  14,455 
acres  of  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  within 
the  WSA  would  not  have  the  protection  wilder- 
ness designation  would  provide.  As  a  result,  some 
of  this  habitat  would  be  lost  because  of  surface 
disturbances  from  mining  activities  and  power- 
line  construction.  Two  surface  mines  would  be 
developed  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  caus- 
ing approximately  350  acres  of  surface  disturb- 
ance. Two  mineral  exploration  programs  would 
disturb  another  three  acres  of  habitat.  The  loss  of 
habitat  from  these  disturbances  would  persist 
until  the  operations  are  abandoned  and  fully  reha- 
bilitated. The  construction  of  nine  miles  of  pow- 
erline would  disturb  an  additional  22.5  acres  of 
crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

Existing  surface  disturbances  on  10.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  (12.6  acres)  and  three  miles  of  new 
mine  roads  (3.6  acres)  would  not  revegetate 
because  of  continued  motorized  recreation  use. 
As  a  result,  the  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  that 
is  affected  by  these  disturbances  would  not  be 
rehabilitated. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  two  min- 
eral exploration  programs,  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  and  construction  of  nine  miles 
of  powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 375.5  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep  hab- 
itat. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of  mine 
roads  would  preclude  rehabilitation  of  16.2  acres 
of  surface  disturbance  in  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat. 
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Impacts  on  Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from  two  comprehensive 
mineral  exploration  programs,  the  development 
of  two  surface  mines  and  construction  of  nine 
miles  of  powerline  within  the  WSA  could  cause  a 
loss  of  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  Gila  monster 
and  spotted  bat  by  directly  disturbing  a  total  of 
approximately  376  acres  of  habitat. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5  miles  of  vehi- 
cle ways  and  three  miles  of  mine  roads  would  con- 
tinue to  occasionally  result  in  desert  tortoise  and 
Gila  monster  individuals  being  crushed  by  vehi- 
cles. The  desert  tortoise  and  Gila  monster  individ- 
uals would  be  crushed  along  vehicle  ways  and 
mine  roads  in  the  foothill  portions  of  the  area.  In 
addition,  desert  tortoise  individuals  and  the  bur- 
rows (which  are  concentrated  in  wash  areas) 
would  be  crushed  in  washes  that  are  accessible 
to  motorized  vehicles. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  two  min- 
eral exploration  programs,  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  and  construction  of  nine  miles 
of  powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 376  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise,  Gila  monster  and  spotted  bat  within  the 
area.  Motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of  mine  roads  would 
continue  to  occasionally  crush  desert  tortoise 
and  Gila  monster  individuals  and  their  burrows. 


Impacts  on  Special  Status  Plants 

Surface  disturbances  from  two  mineral  explora- 
tion programs,  the  development  of  two  surface 
mines  and  construction  of  nine  miles  of  powerline 
could  result  in  the  loss  of  individuals  and  habitat 
for  Wiggins'  cholla  and  barrel  cactus  on  a  total  of 
approximately  376  acres  within  the  WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of  mine 
roads  would  preclude  the  revegetation  of  16.2 
acres  of  surface  disturbance  on  potential  habitat 
for  Wiggins'  cholla  and  barrel  cactus. 

Conclusion:  Surface  disturbances  from  two  min- 
eral exploration  programs,  the  development  of 
two  surface  mines  and  construction  of  nine  miles 
of  powerline  would  result  in  the  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 376  acres  of  potential  habitat  for  Wiggins' 
chollaand  barrel  cactus,  and  the  potential  destruc- 
tion of  individuals  in  these  species,  within  the 
WSA. 

Continued  motorized  recreation  use  on  10.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  three  miles  of  mine 
roads  would  preclude  the  revegetation  of  16.2 
acres  of  potential  habitat  for  Wiggins'  cholla  and 
barrel  cactus. 

No  other  resources  would  be  impacted  under 
this  alternative. 
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CONSULTATION  AND  COORDINATION 


INTRODUCTION 

The  Yuma  District  Wilderness  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  was  prepared  by  an  interdisci- 
plinary team  of  resource  specialists  from  the 
Yuma  District  Office.  Writing  of  the  EIS  began  in 
October  1986.  The  planning  and  wilderness  stud- 
ies that  preceded  the  preparation  of  the  EIS  began 
in  the  fall  of  1978  with  the  initial  wilderness  inven- 
tories. This  process  involved  many  steps  that 
started  with  the  wilderness  inventories,  then  pub- 
lic participation,  interagency  coordination,  prep- 
aration of  wilderness  designation  recommenda- 
tions, then  the  EIS  process.  Consultation  and 
coordination  with  other  agencies,  organizations, 
and  individuals  occurred  in  a  variety  of  ways 
throughout  the  planning  and  environmental  pro- 
cess. 


PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 

An  active  public  involvement  process  aided  in 
developing  this  EIS.  Public  comments  were 
gathered  through  public  scoping  meetings  in 
Kingman,  Lake  Havasu  City,  Parker,  Phoenix  and 
Yuma,  Arizona  and  Blythe,  California;  personal 
contacts;  news  releases;  and  mailings  to  agen- 
cies, individuals,  businesses  and  other  groups  on 
the  Yuma  District  wilderness  mailing  list.  The 
major  emphasis  of  the  public  involvement  pro- 
cess has  been  to  identify  issues  that  the  public 
wants  considered  in  the  EIS  and  the  development 
of  alternatives. 


SCOPING  (ISSUE 
IDENTIFICATION) 

The  scoping  process  began  early  in  the  study 
phase.  BLM  held  a  series  of  public  scoping  meet- 
ings to  identify  the  public's  concerns.  Other 
issues  were  identified  from  public  comments 
received  during  the  inventory  phase  and  the  pro- 
fessional judgments  of  BLM  specialists.  Further 
issues  were  identified  during  the  public  comment 
period  held  to  review  the  Yuma  District  Resource 
Management  Plan.  Scoping  thus  reduces  the 
length  of  the  EIS  by  emphasizing  the  important 
concerns  and  impacts. 


The  scoping  process  for  this  EIS  involved  sev- 
eral phases,  extending  from  November  1978  to 
December  1986: 

•  Initial  wilderness  inventory  -  November  1978 

to  April  1979. 

•  Public  comment  period  -  April  1979  to  June 

1979. 

•  Intensive  wilderness  inventory  -  July  1979  to 

May  1980. 

•  Public  comment  period  -  May  1980  to  July 

1980. 


Wilderness  inventory  decisions 
1980. 


November 


Letters  to  Governors  of  California  and  Arizona 
announcing  the  start  of  the  Havasu  RMP, 
intent  to  coordinate  with  states  -  November 
1981. 

News  release  announcing  the  start  of  the 
Havasu  RMP,  inviting  public  input  - 
November  1981. 

1,600  prepaid  return  mail  postcards  sent  out 
with  planning  information  packet  asking  if 
individuals  or  groups  wish  to  be  involved  in 
planning  process  -  November  1981. 

Notice  of  Intent  to  Prepare  an  RMP-EIS  for  the 
Havasu  Resource  Area  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register  -  December  1981. 

Planning  information  packet  mailed  to 
announce  public  meetings,  explaining  the 
need  for  the  meetings  and  requesting  com- 
ments on  issues  -  January  1982. 

News  releases  and  public  service  announce- 
ments publicized  forthcoming  meetings- Jan- 
uary 1982. 

Three  public  meetings  in  Lake  Havasu  City, 
Parker,  and  Bullhead  City,  Arizona,  to  iden- 
tify issues  -  January  1982. 

Summary  of  public  comments  on  planning 
issues  mailed  -  February  1982 

Postcards  to  update  public  mailing  lists  sent 
out  -  April  1982 

Revised  planning  area  and  began  Districtwide 
RMP-EIS  -  April  1983. 

Planning  information  packet  mailed  announc- 
ing public  meetings  in  the  Yuma  Resource 
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Area,  inviting  participation  in  issue  identifica- 
tion -  April  1983. 

•  Notice  of  Intent  to  Prepare  an  RMP-EIS  for 

Yuma  District  published  in  the  Federal  Reg- 
ister -  May  1983. 

•  Two  public  meetings  held  in  Yuma,  Arizona, 

and  Blythe,  California,  to  identify  issues  - 
May  1983. 

•  Form  sent  out  to  63  agencies,  Indian  tribes, 

and  irrigation  districts,  requesting  informa- 
tion on  plans,  policies,  and  programs  that 
might  be  affected  by  the  RMP  -  June  1983. 

•  Letter  sent  to  54  agencies  and  utility  and  com- 

munications corporations  for  information  on 
needed  or  proposed  transmission  lines,  cor- 
ridors and  communication  sites  -  June  1983. 

•  Briefing  with  Advisory  Council  on  issues  and 

criteria  -  July  1983. 

•  Letters  and  forms  for  identifying  community 

expansion  needs  sent  to  20  city  and  county 
offices  in  the  District  -  July  1983. 

•  Summary  of  public  comments  on  Yuma  Dis- 

trict planning  issues  mailed  -  July  1983. 

•  RMP  issues  and  draft  planning  criteria  mailed 

to  approximately  575  groups,  agencies  and 
individuals  -  August  1983. 

•  Five  draft  RMP  alternatives  mailed  to  approx- 

imately 575  agencies,  groups  and  individuals 
-  December  1983. 

•  News  release  announcing  forthcoming  public 

meetings  on  draft  alternatives  -  December 
1983. 

•  Two  open-house  meetings  in  Lake  Havasu 

City  and  Yuma,  Arizona,  to  present  draft  RMP 
alternatives  -  December  1983. 

•  Briefing  meetings  with  Advisory  Council,  state 

and  federal  agencies,  and  elected  officials  on 
plan  alternatives  -  January  1984. 

•  Notice  of  Availability  of  the  draft  RMP-EIS  for 

Yuma  District  published  in  the  Federal  Reg- 
ister -  January  1985. 

•  News  release  and  public  service  announce- 

ments publicizing  forthcoming  public  hear- 
ings on  draft  RMP-EIS  -  February  1985. 

•  Four  public  hearings  held  in  Lake  Havasu  City, 

Yuma  and  Phoenix,  Arizona,  and  Blythe,  Cal- 
ifornia, to  receive  comments  on  the  draft  RMP- 
EIS  -  February  1985. 

•  Management  briefing  with  city,  county.state 

and  federal  agencies,  elected  officials,  Indian 
tribes  and  BLM  Advisory  Council  on  draft 
RMP-EIS  -  March  1985. 


•  Wilderness  issue  deleted  from  Final  RMP-EIS 

for  Yuma  District  because  of  changes  result- 
ing from  Sierra  Club  v.  Waff  decision,  and  de- 
ferred to  a  separate  environmental  document 
-  August  1985. 

•  Letters  sent  informing  those  on  the  mailing  list 

of  the  I  ntent  to  prepare  Yuma  District  Wilder- 
ness environmental  impact  statement  -  Sep- 
tember 1986. 

•  Federal  Register  Notice  of  Intent  to  prepare  an 

environmental  impact statementforthe22  wil- 
derness study  areas  in  the  Yuma  District  - 
October  1986. 


•    Scoping     Meetings 
November  1986 


October     1986    to 


•  Meeting  with  Yuma  District  Advisory  Council 

-  November  7,  1986. 

•  Public  comment  period  on  preliminary  issues 

and  criteria  -  October  1986  to  December 
1986. 

In  addition,  BLM  specialists  met  in  the  field  and 
at  other  locations  to  consult  with  the  Soil  Conser- 
vation Service,  Arizona  State  Land  Department 
and  Arizona  Game  and  Fish  Department  and 
numerous  other  groups,  agencies  and  individuals 
to  check  resource  data,  coordinate  methodolo- 
gies and  exchange  information. 


LIST  OF  AGENCIES, 
ORGANIZATIONS,  INDIAN 
TRIBES  AND  ELECTED 
OFFICIALS  TO  WHOM 
COPIES  OF  THIS 
STATEMENT  WERE  SENT 

BLM  requested  comments  on  the  draft  EIS  from 
all  affected  grazing  permittees,  interested  individ- 
uals, federal  and  state  agencies  and  interest 
groups.  Due  to  the  size  of  the  mailing  list,  the  fol- 
lowing is  a  partial  list  of  those  receiving  the  doc- 
ument. 

Federal  Agencies  and 
Commissions 


Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality 

Department  of  Agriculture 
Forest  Service 
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Federal  Agencies  and 

CommisionS  (continued) 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

Department  of  Defense 

Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
U.S.  Air  Force 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Yuma 
Yuma  Proving  Ground,  Army 

Department  of  Energy 

Federal  Energy  Regulation  Commission 
Western  Area  Power  Administration 

Department  of  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Immigration  Border  Patrol 

Department  of  the  Interior 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
Bureau  of  Mines 
Bureau  of  Reclamation 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
Geological  Survey 
National  Park  Service 

Department  of  Transportation 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Federal  Highway  Administration 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Federal  Communications  Commission 
International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

Arizona  State  Agencies 

Arizona  Bureau  of  Geology  and  Mineral  Technology 

Arizona  Commission  of  Agriculture  and  Horticulture 

Arizona  Department  of  Environmental  Quality 

Arizona  Department  of  Health  Services 

Arizona  Department  of  Mineral  Resources 

Arizona  Department  of  Transportation 

Arizona  Department  of  Water  Resources 

Arizona  Game  and  Fish  Department 

Arizona  Natural  Heritage  Program 

Arizona  Office  of  Economic  Planning  and  Development 

Arizona  Outdoor  Recreation  Coordinating  Commission 

Arizona  State  Clearinghouse 

Arizona  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 

Arizona  State  Land  Commissioner 

Arizona  State  Museum 

Arizona  State  Parks  Board 

Arizona  State  University 

Commission  on  Arizona  Environment 

Museum  of  Northern  Arizona 

Northern  Arizona  University 

University  of  Arizona 

California  State  Agencies 

California  Conservation  Corps 
Colorado  River  Board  of  California 
Department  of  Boating  and  Waterways 
Department  of  Conservation 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game 
Department  of  Parks  and  Recreation 
Department  of  Transportation 
Department  of  Water  Resources 
Native  American  Heritage  Commission 


Office  of  Historic  Preservation 
Office  of  Planning  and  Research 
State  Clearinghouse 
State  Lands  Commission 
The  Resources  Agency  of  California 
University  of  California  at  Berkeley 
University  of  California  at  Riverside 
University  of  California  at  Santa  Barbara 

County  Agencies 

Arizona  Association  of  Counties 

Imperial  County 

La  Paz  County  Board  of  Supervisors 

La  Paz  County  Manager 

Maricopa  County  Planning  and  Development 

Mohave  County  Board  of  Supervisors 

Mohave  County  Engineer 

Mohave  County  Parks 

Mohave  County  Planning  and  Zoning 

Palo  Verde  Regional  Council 

Riverside  County 

San  Bernardino  County  Planning  Department 

Southern  California  Association  of  Governments 

Western  Arizona  Council  of  Governments 

Yuma  County  Administrator 

Yuma  County  Board  of  Supervisors 

Yuma  County  Chamber  of  Commerce 

Yuma  County  Highway  Department 

Yuma  County  Planning  Department 

City  Governments 

Blythe,  California 
El  Centro,  California 
Needles,  California 
Bullhead  City,  Arizona 
Lake  Havasu  City,  Arizona 
Parker,  Arizona 
Yuma,  Arizona 


Indian  Tribes  and  Councils 


Chemehuevi  Tribal  Council 
Colorado  River  Indian  Tribes 
Cocopah  Tribal  Council 
Fort  Mohave  Tribal  Council 
Quechan  Tribal  Council 
Yavapai-Prescott  Board  of  Directors 

Federal  Elected  Officials 

Senator  Alan  Cranston 
Senator  Dennis  DeConcini 
Senator  John  McCain 
Senator  Pete  Wilson 
Representative  George  Brown 
Representative  Duncan  Hunter 
Representative  Jon  Kyi 
Representative  Jim  Kolbe 
Representative  Jerry  Lewis 
Representative  Al  McCandless 
Representative  Jay  Rhodes 
Representative  Bob  Stump 
Representative  Morris  K.  Udall 
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State  Elected  Officials 

Governor  George  Deukmejian 
Governor  Evan  Mecham 
Arizona  State  Senator  John  Hays 
Arizona  State  Senator  Jones  Osborn 
Arizona  State  Representative  Don  Aldridge 
Arizona  State  Representative  Dave  Carson 
Arizona  State  Representative  Herb  Guenther 
Arizona  State  Representative  Robert  McLendon 
California  State  Senator  Marian  Bergeson 
California  State  Senator  Robert  Presley 
California  State  Senator  H.  L.  Richardson 
California  State  Assemblyman  Steve  Clute 
California  State  Assemblyman  Steve  Peace 
California  State  Assemblyman  William  Leonard 

Businesses 

Arizona  Public  Service 

Atlantic  Richfield  Co. 

Chevron  USA  Inc. 

Citizens  Utilities  Co. 

Cyprus  Minerals  Co. 

Gold  Fields  Mining  Corp. 

GSA  Resources,  Inc. 

Lakin  Enterprises 

MCI  Telecommunications  Corporation 

Mountain  Bell 

Occidental  Minerals  Corp. 

Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Co. 

San  Diego  Gas  and  Electric  Co. 

Santa  Fe  Mining,  Inc. 

Santa  Fe  Pacific  Railroad  Co. 

Southern  California  Edison  Co. 

Southern  California  Gas  Co. 

Southern  Pacific  Pipeline  Co. 

Southwest  Gas 

U.S.  Borax 


Organizations 

Arizona  Cattle  Growers  Association 
Arizona  Desert  Bighorn  Sheep  Society,  Inc. 
Arizona  Friends  of  the  Earth 


Arizona  Humane  Society 

Arizona  Mining  Association 

Arizona  Miners  and  Prospectors  Association 

Arizona  RV  and  Campers  Parks  Association 

Arizona  Wildlife  Federation 

Arizona  Wilderness  Coalition 

Arizona  4-Wheel  Drive  Association 

Audubon  Society 

California  Association  of  4-Wheel  Drive  Clubs 

Central  Arizona  Water  Conservation  District 

Colorado  River  Development  Association 

Conservation  Call 

Common  Cause 

Defenders  of  Wildlife 

Desert  Bighorn  Council 

Desert  Fishes  Council 

Desert  Protective  Council 

Desert  Tortoise  Council 

Earth  First! 

High  Desert  Cattlemen's  Association 

Izaak  Walton  League  of  America 

League  of  Women  Voters 

Metropolitan  Water  District  of  Southern  California 

Mohave  Sportsmen  Club 

National  4-Wheel  Drive  Association 

National  Mustang  Association 

National  Parks  and  Conservation  Association 

National  Rifle  Association 

Natural  Resources  Defense  Council 

Palo  Verde  Irrigation  District 

Palo  Verde  Rod  and  Gun  Club,  California 

River  Front  Property  Owners  Association 

Riviera  Property  Owners  Association 

SCORE  International 

Sierra  Club 

Southern  Arizona  Environmental  Council 

Southern  California  Council  of  Conservation  Clubs 

The  Nature  Conservancy 

The  Wilderness  Society 

United  Four  Wheel  Drive  Associations 

Wellton-Mohawk  Irrigation  District 

Wildlife  Management  Institute 

Wildlife  Society 

Yuma  County  Water  Users  Association 

Yuma  District  Advisory  Council 


LIST  OF  PREPARERS 


EIS  INTERDISCIPLINARY  TEAM 


Name 


Contribution 


James  J.  Atkins 


Hal  Hallett 


Chuck  Botdorf 


Team  Leader 

Environmental 

Coordinator 

Asst.  Team  Leader 

Recreation 

Wilderness 


Geology 


Education  and  Experience 


BA,  Botany;  MS,  Wildland  Recreation 
Management;  BLM— 7  years  Environmental 
Specialist,  2V4  years  Wilderness  Specialist, 
IV2  years  Outdoor  Recreation  Planner 

BA,  History;  graduate  study,  Biology  and 

Environmental  Planning;  BLM— 7  years  Outdoor 

Recreation  Planner;  State  of  California— 

71/4  years  Park  and  Recreation  Specialist,  Park 

Ranger 

BS,  Geology;  graduate  study,  Business 
Management;  BLM— 2  years  Geologist;  OSMRE— 
1  year  Geologist/Mine  Inspector;  State  of 
Missouri— 1  year  Hydrologist;  USBR— 3  years 
Geologist 
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EIS  INTERDISCIPLINARY  TEAM  (Continued) 


Name 


Contribution 


Education  and  Experience 


Jane  Closson 

Writer/Editor 
Printing  Coordinator 

James  P.  Green 

Wilderness 
Cultural  Resources 
Lands 

Eileen  C.  Griego 

Word  Processing 

Bill  Grossi 

Wildlife 
Vegetation 

Ann  Harvey 

Wildlife 
Grazing 

Mike  Henderson 

Wildlife 

Vegetation 

Wild  Horses/Burros 

Susanna G.  Henry 

Wildlife 

Vegetation 

Wild  Horses/Burros 

Candice  L.  Holzer 

Word  Processing 

Timothy  J.  Hughes 

Wildlife 

Vegetation 

Wild  Horses/Burros 

Boma  Johnson 

Archaeology 
Cultural  Resources 

Raymona  Kramer 

Word  Processing 

Cliff  Oyama 

Land  Use 

Jimmie  D.  Peterson 


Douglas  B.  Stockdale 


Dennis  Turowski 


Lands 


Public 
Involvement 


Recreation 


Michael  Werner 


Wilderness 
Land  Use 


BS,  Business  Management;  MA,  Psychology, 
BLM— 9  years  Writer/Editor  (Arizona  State 
Office) 

BA,  MA,  PhD  Candidate,  Anthropology/Archaeoology; 
BLM— 2  years  Archaeologist/Natural 
Resource  Specialist;  15  years  associated  with 
universities 

BLM— Editorial  Assistant 

BS,  Wildlife  Science;  BLM— 10  years  Wildlife 
Biologist,  Range  Conservationist,  Natural 
Resource  Specialist 

BS,  Forest  Science  &  Wildlife  Management; 
USFS— 3  months  Forestry  Aid, 

I  year  Biological  Technician 

BS,  Wildlife  and  Fisheries  Management;  BLM— 

II  years  Wildlife  Biologist 

BS,  Wildlife  Biology;  MS,  Wildlife  Ecology; 
BLM— 2  years  Wildlife  Biologist;  USFS— 1  year 
Wildlife  Technician 

BLM— Editorial  Assistant 

BS,  Wildlife  and  Fisheries  Biology;  BLM— 
1  year  Wildlife  Technician;  Arizona  Game  & 
Fish— 3  months  Fisheries  Intern;  Wildlife 
International  Ltd.— 5  months  Biological 
Consultant 

BA,  Anthropology/History;  MA,  Archaeology; 
BLM— 11V2  years  Archaeologist;  Arizona  State 
University— 2Vz  years  Cultural  Resource  Control 
Work 

BLM— Clerk-Stenographer 

BS,  Wildlife;  BLM— 2  years  Hazard  Abatement 
Specialist,  10  years  Realty  Specialist;  State 
of  Arizona— 3  years  Agriculture  Inspector 

BS,  Environmental  Health;  BLM— 9  years 
Physical  Scientist/Realty  Specialist;  State 
of  Montana— 6  years  Sanitarian;  State  of 
Michigan— 6  years  Sanitarian 

BS,  Forest  Management;  BLM— 3  years  Public 
Affairs  Specialist,  4  years  Wild  Horse  and 
Burro  Specialist,  21/2  years  Range 
Conservationist,  Vz  year  Biological 
Technician/Plant  Taxonomist 

BS,  Environmental  Design;  MS,  Parks  and 
Recreation  Resources;  BLM— Vk  years 
Outdoor  Recreation  Planner,  4  years 
Planning  Team  Leader/Planning  Coordinator; 
Smithsonian/Peace  Corps— 3  years  National 
Parks  Administrator 

BS,  Natural  Resources;  BLM— 3  years  Surface 
Protection  Specialist,  21/2  years  Outdoor 
Recreation  Planner;  BIA— 2  years  Forestry 
Technician 
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ARIZONA  STATE  OFFICE  SUPPORT 


Name 


Title 


Jim  Currivan 
Larry  Taddia 
Keith  Pearson 


Wilderness  Specialist 

Supervisory  Cartographer 

Planning  and  Environmental  Coordinator 


YUMA  DISTRICT  SUPPORT 


Name 


Title 


Darwin  Snell 
Robert  Abbey 
Allan  Belt 
Mike  Ford 
Joy  Gilbert 
Sue  E.  Richardson 
Penny  Seitz 
Evelyn  Stob 


District  Manager 

Assistant  District  Manager,  Resources 
Area  Manager,  Yuma  Resource  Area 
Area  Manager,  Havasu  Resource  Area 
Realty  Specialist,  Yuma  Resource  Area 
Area  Manager,  Yuma  Resource  Area 
Mail  and  File  Clerk 
Land  Law  Examiner 


Public  Comments  and 
Responses  —  Review  Process 

Introduction 

The  draft  EIS  was  filed  with  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  on  July  28,  1987,  and  their 
notice  of  receipt  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg- 
ister on  August  7,  1987.  The  public  comment 
period  ended  November  20,  1987.  The  Bureau  of 
Land  Management's  notice  of  availability  and 
announcement  of  public  hearings  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  August  7,  1987. 

Over  1,500  copies  of  the  draft  EIS  were  distrib- 
uted to  elected  officials,  federal,  state  and  local 
government  agencies,  organizations,  and  individ- 
uals for  review  and  comment.  News  releases  from 
Arizona  identified  the  public  review  period,  told 
when  and  where  the  hearings  would  be  held,  and 
how  to  obtain  copies  of  the  draft  EIS. 

Public  hearings  were  held  in  Yuma,  Lake 
Havasu  City,  Parker,  and  Phoenix,  Arizona,  on 


September  15,  16,  22,  and  29,  1987,  respectively, 
and  Blythe,  California,  on  September  23, 1987,  to 
receive  oral  testimony  on  the  draft  EIS.  Eighteen 
persons  testified  at  Yuma,  1 2  at  Lake  Havasu  City, 
3  at  Parker,  no  one  at  Blythe  and  10  at  Phoenix. 
Ninety-four  different  written  comments  were  re- 
ceived from  various  agencies,  organizations, 
industries  and  individuals.  The  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  wishes  to  thank  all  of  those  who 
took  the  time  to  review  the  draft  EIS  and  who  com- 
mented on  the  draft  EIS.  The  EIS  team  and  man- 
agement reviewed  all  comments  and  responded 
to  those  presenting  new  data,  questioning  the 
draft  analysis,  or  raising  issues  relating  to  the  en- 
vironmental analysis.  All  comments  were  consid- 
ered by  BLM  managers  in  making  wilderness  suit- 
ability recommendations  for  the  Yuma  District 
Wilderness  EIS  area. 

The  final  EIS,  which  included  the  written  com- 
ments and  hearing  transcripts,  was  sent  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  for  approval  before  it  was 
filed  with  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
and  then  sent  to  agencies,  organizations,  and  indi- 
viduals who  received  the  draft  EIS. 
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Copies  may  be  inspected  at  the  following  BLM 
offices:  The  Arizona  State  Office,  the  Yuma  Dis- 
trict Office  and  the  Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Wash- 
ington, D.C. 


of  tools)  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Conse- 
quently, these  applications  will  be  developed 
within  appropriate  wilderness  management 
plans. 


General  Responses  to  Comments 

Broad  issues  and  concerns  were  frequently 
raised  by  reviewers:  (1)  impacts  on  cultural 
resources,  (2)  "minimum  tool"  requirements,  (3) 
impacts  on  wild  burro  management,  (4)  new  pro- 
posals for  wildlife  management  actions,  (5)  as- 
sessment of  mineral  potential  on  a  regional  basis, 
(6)  boundary  adjustments  to  accommodate  wild- 
life water  developments,  and  (7)  impacts  on  rec- 
reation use  from  nondesignation. 

The  following  section  responds  to  these  issues. 


General  Response  1  —  Impacts  on 
Cultural  Resources 

Impacts  on  cultural  resources  have  been  iden- 
tified in  the  final  EIS,  and  added  to  the  analysis 
of  environmental  consequences  for  the  wilder- 
ness designation  alternatives.  (See  Chapter  4  in 
the  FEIS.) 

Tosupplementthis  analysis,  descriptions  of  cul- 
tural resource  protection  measures  and  archaeo- 
logical site  types  have  also  been  added  to  the  final 
EIS.  (See  Appendices  C  and  D  in  the  FEIS.) 


General  Response  2 
Tool"  Requirements 


"Minimum 


As  indicated  in  the  Assumptions  for  wildlife 
management  actions,  in  Chapter  2  of  the  FEIS, 
motorized  vehicle  access  (including  helicopters) 
and  motorized  tools  would  be  allowed  for  the 
development  and  maintenance  of  wildlife  habitat 
improvements  within  designated  wilderness 
areas— provided  that  these  actions  meet  the 
"minimum  tool"  requirement  that  is  specified  in 
BLM's  Wilderness  Management  Policy  (USDI- 
BLM  1981).  Such  uses  would  be  authorized  by  the 
State  Director  on  a  case-specific  basis. 

The  purpose  of  the  "minimum  tool"  require- 
ment is  to  protect  wilderness  values  by  requiring 
the  minimum  tools  necessary  for  development 
and  maintenance  of  wildlife  habitat  improve- 
ments in  designated  wilderness  areas. 

The  development  of  case-specific  applications 
of  the  "minimum  tool"  requirement  (such  as  spec- 
ifications for  motorized  vehicle  access  and  types 


General  Response  3  —  Impacts  on 
Wild  Burro  Management 

The  analysis  of  impacts  on  wild  burro  manage- 
ment has  been  revised  in  the  final  EIS  to  indicate 
that  wilderness  designation  would  not  result  in  a 
higher  burro  population.  (See  Chapter  4  in  the 
FEIS.)  This  revised  conclusion  is  consistent  with 
the  Assumptions  for  burro  management  actions, 
in  Chapter  2  of  the  FEIS. 

While  burro  management  operations  are  pres- 
ently conducted  in  the  vicinity  of  several  Yuma 
District  wilderness  study  areas,  they  would  be 
affected  by  wilderness  designations  only  in  the 
Trigo  Mountains  WSA.  (See  Environmental  Issue 
Identification  in  Chapter  1  of  the  FEIS.) 


General  Response  4  —  New  Proposals 
for  Wildlife  Management  Actions 

New  proposals  for  wildlife  habitat  management 
actions  within  the  WSAs  must  first  be  addressed 
within  habitat  management  plans  (HMPs).  The 
suitability  of  these  actions  for  inclusion  in  a  des- 
ignated wilderness  would  then  be  analyzed  as 
part  of  the  environmental  documentation  that 
accompanies  the  HMPs. 

General  Response  5  —  Assessment  of 
Mineral  Potential  on  a  Regional  Basis 

Assessment  of  the  potential  for  mineral  develop- 
ment on  a  district-wide  or  regional  basis  is  not 
within  the  scope  of  this  document. 

General  Response  6  —  Boundary 
Adjustments  to  Accommodate  Wildlife 
Water  Developments 

The  use  of  wildlife  water  developments  as  a 
rationale  for  boundary  adjustments  has  been  clar- 
ified in  the  final  EIS.  In  most  cases,  it  has  been 
eliminated  as  a  rationale  altogether.  In  the  remain- 
ing cases,  it  has  been  revised  to  indicate  that  the 
intent  of  the  adjustment  is  to  allow  easy  access 
for  maintenance  of  the  developments  (see  Ex- 
pected Uses  and  Management  Actions  for  the 
Mohave  Wash  WSA,  in  Chapter  2  of  the  FEIS). 
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General  Response  7  —  Impacts  on 
Recreation  Use  from  Nondesignation 

The  analysis  of  impacts  on  recreation  use  from 
nondesignation  has  been  revised  in  the  final  EIS 
to  account  for  the  effects  of  increased  motorized 
recreation  use  and  surface  disturbances  on  non- 
motorized  recreation  use.  (See  Chapter  4  in  the 
FEIS.) 


Written  Comments 

Written  comments  received  on  the  draft  EIS  are 
reproduced  on  the  following  pages.  The  com- 
ments are  numbered  and  organized  according  to 
the  categories  they  represent,  and  are  not  in  order 


of  receipt.  The  numbers  followed  by  an  asterisk 
represent  the  letters  with  written  responses  in  the 
final  EIS.  (BLM's  responses  are  included  in  the 
section  that  follows  the  comment  letters.) 

Written  comments  which  arrived  after  the  close 
of  the  90-day  public  comment  period  (November 
20,  1987)  are  not  published  in  this  document. 
These  late-arriving  letters  are  on  file  in  the  Yuma 
District  Office. 

BLM  wishes  to  thank  those  who  took  time  to 
review  the  draft  EIS  and  to  submit  comments  on 
the  analysis  or  the  proposal  and  alternatives. 

The  following  elected  officials,  agencies,  orga- 
nizations, industries,  and  individuals  submitted 
written  comments  during  the  90-day  public  com- 
ment period. 


Letter 
Number 


Name  of  Agency,  Organization 
or  Individual  Commenting 


Federal  Agencies 

1  Forest  Service 

2  Bureau  of  Mines 

3*,  4*  Bureau  of  Reclamation 

5*  Environmental  Protection  Agency 

6*  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

7*  National  Park  Service 


Military 

8* 


Department  of  the  Air  Force,  Regional  Civil  Engineer 


State  Agencies 

9  Arizona  State  Clearinghouse 

10*  Arizona  Game  and  Fish  Department 

1 1  *  Arizona  Department  of  Transportation 

12  Arizona  State  Parks 

13*  Arizona  Bureau  of  Geology  and  Mineral  Technology 

14  California  State  Clearinghouse 

15  California  Resources  Agency 

16*  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game 

17  California  Division  of  Mines  and  Geology 

18  California  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board 


Local  Government  (County  and  City) 

19  Riverside  County  Planning  Department 


Indian  Tribes 

20* 


Alleta  d'A.  Belin,  Attorney  on  behalf  of 
Colorado  River  Indian  Tribes 
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Letter  Name  of  Agency,  Organization 

Number  or  Individual  Commenting 


Elected  Officials 

21  *  La  Paz  County  Board  of  Supervisors 

Industry 

22  Arizona  Chemical  Company 

23  Gabb  Mining  Company 

24*  Mission  Minerals  Group,  Inc. 

25*  Santa  Fe  Pacific  Railroad  Company 

26*  Tanenet  Mining  Company,  Inc. 

27  U.S.M.T.,  Inc. 

Organizations 

28*  Arizona  Desert  Bighorn  Sheep  Society,  Inc. 

29*  Arizona  Mining  Association 

30  Arizona  Native  Plant  Society,  Yuma  Chapter 

31  *  The  Arizona  Nature  Conservancy 
35*  Sierra  Club 

36*  Southwest  Bowhunters  Archery  Club 

(same  letter  from: 
Dennis  Langis 
James  M.  Hastings 
Dale  Ashbaugh 
Thomas  L.  Sayers 
Dan  Rhodes 
Walter  R.  Phillips 
James  I.  Ruiz 
Anna  L.  Lange 
Loren  Reese 
Jean  E.  Wilson 
Bob  Borger 
E.  Dean  Gould 
Utanna Ashbaugh 
D.R.  Franklin 
Patricia  L.  Rhodes 
Mary  Lou  Phillips 
Gilbert  H.  Clement 
Richard  J.  Coogan 
Tim  Reese 
Thomas  R.  LaGrow 
Johnny  Cromwell 
Michael  W.  Jarvis 
John  Rellatz 
Ruth  Gumley 
Terry  Phillips 
Glen  R.  Gould 
Ray  A.  Keith 
Scott  Saltz 
Donald  E.  Wilson) 

37*,  38*       Yuma  Audubon  Society 

39*  Yuma  County  Chamber  of  Commerce 

40  Jon  Fugate,  Wilderness  Chair,  Yuma  Valley 

Rod  and  Gun  Club 
41*  Larry  Knight,  Yuma  Valley  Rod  and  Gun  Club 
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Letter  Name  of  Agency,  Organization 

Number  or  Individual  Commenting 


Individuals 

42 

Salome  Ross  Demaree 

43 

Dennis  F.  McCarthy 

44 

Wayne  D.  Ranney 

45 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Howard  Pinkard 

46,47 

Walter  and  Dorothy  Peleck 

48 

Reed  Secord 

49 

Aaron  R.  Ray 

50 

James  R.  Youell 

51 

Carol  Mowbray 

52 

Robin  D.  Silver,  M.D. 

53 

Cushing  Lord 

54 

W.  R.,  Elery  A.,  and  Andrew  Gross 

55* 

Mike  Daily 

56 

John  Pamperin 

57 

Gabriel  and  Frances  Zinsli 

58 

Joseph  P.  Doboz 

59 

Joan  Stoner 

60* 

Charles  W.  Thomas,  Jr. 

61 

Robert  A.  Moore 

62 

Scott  Andrews 

63 

Rich  Cohn 

64* 

Rose  Sturges 

65 

James  W.  Soudriette 

66 

Dora  Newman  Samuels 

(same  letter  from  D.S.  Samuels) 

67 

Mary  Rugusa 

68 

Homer  L.  Fancher 

69 

Herschel  Knapp 

70 

Terrell  Wal 

71 

Clifford  Wall 

72* 

Ruth  M.  Hinds 

73 

Vernon  Glade 

74* 

Clyde  Sievers 

75 

Howard  Blay 

76 

Allen  N.  Burditt 

77 

Joe  McCloin 

78 

Jerry  Nelson 

79 

Ruth  B.  Thomas 

80 

Wayne  Jamey 

81* 

R.C.  Mann 

82* 

Milton  G.  Fuller 

83 

RosieWall 

84 

Dennis  Coules 

85 

R.  J.  Wall 

86 

Gordon  D.  Gilbertson 

(same  letter  from  Sandra  S.  McCollom) 

87 

Richard  G.  Skiles 

88 

Arthur  H.  Sorensen 

89* 

Patricia  Cohn 

90 

Marjory  C.  Smith 

91 

Connie  Boyd 

(same  letter  from:  Darlene  Burns 

Evelyn  T.  Tibbits 

Bonnie  K.  Tibbits 

Gary  L.  Tibbits 

and  one  illegible  signature) 

92 

Burley  Blunk 

93 

Helen  Corwin 

94 

Robert  Schenk 

95 

Gary  Vesperman 
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Sou  UHH  tern 
Region 


5'      Ooid  Avenue  SH. 
Ai^jquerque,   KM     87102 


Reply  To:     1950 

Date:    OCT  2  6  1987 


United  States 
Department  of 
s&z\    Agriculture 


J.  Dacwiri  5ne.i 
District  Hanafctr 
Bui-eau  of  Land  tianattavent 
Yuma  District  KmNgMWIlt 
3150  UlnSOT  Avenue 
P.O.  Box  5680 
Yuma,  AZ    85365 


Dear  Mr.  Snell; 

Our  staff  has  reviewed  jffflJT  DfcIS  for  the  Yuma  District  Hiidernesb 
Assessment.     The  docuiTient  was  adequate  for  us  to  det.ejinine  the  ftffects 
your  ].■! oposnj  en  National  Forest  System  lands. 

Vie  did  not  l'ind  any  evidence  Uiat  your  [imposed  action  would  preclude  t 
from  accomplishing  our  land  nana  tenant  tuission.     We  appreciate  the 
opportunity  to  review  your  (tceubWlti 


[lK  W.  RUSffiU. 

lector  of  L-iiid 
movement  Planning, 


REFER  TO:     LC-159 


Memorandum 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION 

LOWER  COLORADO  REGIONAL  OFFICE 

P.O.  BOX  *n 

BOULDER  CITY.  NEVADA  89003 


To:      District  Manager,  Yuma  District  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  1150  Ulnsor  Avenue,  Yuma,  Arizona  85365 

From:     Regional  Environmental  Officer 

Subject:   Review  of  the  Draft  Wllderneaa  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(E1S)  for  the  Yuma  District  (your  letter  of  August  1987) 

We  have  reviewed  the  subject  draft  EIS  for  the  Yuma  District  and  have  the 
following  comments. 

We  support  the  proposed  action  of  no  wilderness  for  the  Chemehuevl 
Mountains  Addition  Wilderness  Study  Area  (USA)  (AZ-050-03) .   Implcmentatioi 
of  this  alternative  would  allow  us  to  uae  our  proposed  Park  Moabl  Quarry 
located  within  the  HSA. 

The  proposed  action  of  partial  wilderness  for  the  Gibraltar  Mountain  USA 
(AZ-050-12)  and  the  Trtgo  Mountains  WSA  (A2-05O-23B)  would  prohibit  our  usi 
of  the  proposed  Osborn  wash  South  and  Hart  Mine  No.  2  Quarries  sites 
located  in  the  WSAa.  The  EIS  should  address  Impacts  to  Bureau  of 
Reclamation's  (Reclamation)  future  uae  of  theae  quarries. 


eectlcn  on  page  157,  expansion  of 
:  Cave  Nob.  1  and  2)  would  not  extend 
irllqr,  the  propoeed  Park  Hoabl  Quarry 


In  the  Impacts  on  Wilderness 
Reclamation's  existing  euflrr 
Into  the  WSA.  However,  as  a 
Ilea  within  the  WSA. 

All  or  part  of  several  WSAa  proposed  for  wilderness  dealgnation  contain 
Reclamation-withdrawn  land.  Theae  include  the  Chemehuevl  Mountains 
Addition  WSA,  Chemehuevl /Need lea  Addition,  Whipple  Houncalns  Addition, 
Gibraltar  Mountalna,  and  Trlgo  Mountains.  The  effects  of  wilderness 
dealgnation  on  the  withdrawn  atacua  and  Reclamation's  uae  of  these  lands 
should  he  addressed.   Only  Impacts  to  quarry  operations  In  the  Chemehuevl 
Mountains  Addition  WSA  are  addressed. 

Reclamation'i.  use  of  withdrawn  lande  ahould  not  be  overridden  by  wilderness 
dealgnation  on  Federal  landa.   The  Bureau  of  Land  Management'a  (BLM) 
primary  management  responsibility  for  withdrawn  lands  ia  to  Reclamation's 
purpose  and  use.  Reclamation  purposes  still  exist  for  these  lands.  Access 
la  required  to  maintain  quarry  operations  and  develop  other  potential  uses 
on  withdrawn  landa  now  and  In  the  future.   These  lands  should  not  be 
subverted  to  other  management  practices. 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 


BUREAU  OF  MINES 


'.  O.  BOX  7MB6 


Chief,   Intermountaln  Field  Operations  Center 


:  of  the  Proposed 
;  Wilderness  EIS  Area, 
ina,   and   Imperial,    Riverside, 


From: 

Subject:  Review  of  draft  environmental  Impact  si 
Ullderneas  Program  for  the  Yuma  Distrl< 
La  Pas,  Mohave,  and  Yuma  Counties,  Arl: 
and  San  Bernardino  Counties,  California 

As  requested,  personnel  of  the  Intermountaln  Field  Operations  Center  reviewed 
the  draft  EIS  to  determine  whether  mineral  resources  are  adequately  considered. 

Mineral  resources  known  to  exist  in  or  near  the  22  wilderness  study  areas 
(USA's)  are  adequately  deacrlbed  in  chapters  one  through  four  of  the  subject 
document.   Probable  Impacts  to  mineral  development  as  a  result  of  designating 
or  not  designating  the  areas  as  wilderness  are  adequately  discussed.  Ue  have 
no  objection  to  the  document  aa  written. 


There  ore  font  proposed  Yuma  District  VSAs  which  ar< 
Centrol  Arizona  Project  (CAP)  Granite  Reef  Aqueduct: 
WSA,  5-12  (CAP  canal  cantern  border);  2)  Planet  PeaV 
border);  3)  Cactus  Plain  WSA.  S-RA/B  (CAP  c 


4)  East  Cactus  Plain  HSA,  5-17  (CAP  c 
ntiolly  cuts  through  5-12  and  5-13  and  thrt 


adjacent  to  thn 

1)  Gibraltar  Mountain 

5-13  (CAP  canol 
inal  eastern  border); 


nl   | 


There  are  two  possible  conflicts  with  the  CAP.   One  is  the  poter 
from  the  proposed  WSAs  onto  the  CAP  right-of-way.   All  of  the  proposod 
actions  for  these  four  WSAs  would  nllM  nonmotorized  recreation  use.   Three 
of  the  Tour  (all  but  East  Cactus  Plain)  state  that  some  existing  roada 
(vehicle  ways)  would  be  closed  to  off  road  vehicle  (ORV)  uae  but  It  did  not 
identify  where  that  would  bo.   Thrnn  of  the  four  proposed  WSAs  (all  but 
East  Car. tun  Plain)  also  stele  that  motorized  vehicle  use  will  be  allowed  In 
those  areas  not  designated  for  wilderness.   Again,  we  would  like  to  stress 
that  although  the  aqueduct  Is  fenced  In  those  areas,  that  has  not  stopped 
people  In  the  post  from  cutting  the  fnncft.   To  the  extent  possible,  we 
uould  like  BLM  to  kaop  motorized  vehicles  away  from  the  aqueduct. 
Therefore,  we  would  like  to  recommend  that  B1.H  not  identify  aroas  adjacent 
to  the  flqiioduct  as  areas  open  to  motorized  vehicle  access 
ORV's  using  the  operation  nnd  maintenance  rood  and  wo  do 
grfl2(ng  in  our  greenup  areas  within  thn  right-of-way. 


!  cattlo 


Aa  a  point  of  Information  tc 

BLM,  Rccln 

antic 

n  has 

a  water  catchment  In  the 

Planet  Peak  USA  In  T.  10  N. 

R.  17  W., 

met 

on  27 

5H1/4SW1/4.   Ue 

undorstond  that  BLM  intends 

to  build  on 

e  In 

sectlc 

n  26,  but  may  choose  not 

to  since  we  will  havo  one  n< 

arby. 

If  you  hav  nny  questions  concerning  < 
Ms.  Mary  Laawcll  at  FTS  59B-74M. 


T°*  WlllUim  Cochran 


kM» 


t.l* 
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REFER  TO;       LC-159 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION 

LOWEHCOLORADO  REGIONAL  OFFICE 

P.O.  BOX  427 

BOULDER  CITY,  NEVADA89005 


District  Manager,  Yuma  District  Office.  Burt 
Management,  3150  Wlnsor  Avenue,  Yuma,  Arizoi 


Regional  Environmental  Officci 


Subjec 


■  16,  1987. 

le  note  that  no  provision  exists  for  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
Reclamation)  to  enhance  existing  communication  sites  within  the  aubj 
irea.   These  sites  are  identified  in  items  1,  2,    and  3  below.   We  alt). 
:hat  no  mention  was  mode  of  the  proposed  future  communication  site  that  ie 
rithin  the  study  area.  This  site  is  identified  in  Item  4  below. 


te 


Sit  i 


5-10  (pages  33-36),  Whipple  Mountain  Addition. 


The  location  is  at  Reclamation's  existing  radio  and  microwave  alti 
mountain  peak  called  Metal  Mountain. 

2.  Site  5-19  (pages  60-61),  Big  Maria  Mountain,  South. 
i   existing  radio  and  microwave  slt< 

3.  Sice  S-53A  (pages  147-150),  Muggins  Mountain. 
Reclamation  has  two  communication  sites  at  this  location, 

4.  Site  5-35  (pages  145-147),  Little  Picacho  Peak,  South. 
Reclamation  plans  to  develop  0  microwave  site  for  Senator  Wash. 
Thank  you  for  considering  our  comments. 


i,'(/jA~~,  i*  rU. 


. 


UNITED  STATES  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


215  Fremont  Streel 
on  Francisco.  Ca.  941  OS 


Mr.  J.  Darwin  Snell,  Manage 

Yuma  District  Office 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

3150  Hinsor  Avenue 

P.O.  Box  5680 

Yuma,  Arizona   85365 


DECEMBER  10,  1987 


Dea 


Snellj 


The  Environmental  Protection  Ayency  (EPA)  has  reviewed 
the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  titled  PROPOSED 
WILDERHESS  PROGRAM  FOR  THE  YUMA  DISTRICT  WILDERNESS  EIS  AREA; 


Under  the  Natio 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
this  DEIS. 


EPA  supports  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man 
tions  of  wilderness  and  partial  wilderne 
wilderness  study  areas  (WSA)  considered 
that  air  and  water  quality  will  be  best 
and  suggest  that  this  be  stated  in  the  F 
state-wide  recommendation  document. 


ronmental  Policy  Act  and  Section  309 
required  to  review  and  comment  on 


ement  (BLM)  recommenda- 
for  12  of  the  22 
the  DEIS.   We  believe 
otected  under  wilderness 
ai  EIS  (FEIS)  and  the 


recommends t 
no  wildlife 
wsas).   we 


We  particularly  commend  BLM's 
designation  for  critical  riparian 
(e.g.,  Swansea  and  Trigo  Mountains 
however,  about  projected  motorized 
wsas.  For  example  page  17  of  the  DEIS  proj. 
visitor  days  per  year  (VDY)  under  the  propo: 
wash  wsa.  This  has  the  potential  to  increa. 
the  water  quality  and  protected  uses  of  the 
Motorized  vehicle  use  ranging  from  120  VDY 
jected  under  the  proposed  action  in  13  othe 


habita 
ire  con* 


eral  of  th 
:ts  4,750  motorized 
3d  action  in  Mohave 
i  erosion,  imp* 
3ill  Williams  Hive 
J  2,500  VDY  is  pro- 
Vuma  District  HSAa 


ng 


In  order  to  better  identify  the  potential  impacts  Of  motor- 
vehicle  use,  the  ft;  15  should  discuss  existing  erosion  and 
cle  management  problems  in  the  WSAs.   Exacerbation  of  erosion 
attendant  impacts  to  water  quality,  which  may  occur  in  areas 
recommended  for  wilderness  designation,  should  also  be 
ussed. 


Section  319  of  the  Water  Quality  Act  Of  1987  establishes 
a  new  program  which  requires  states  to  assess  nonpoint  source 
pollution  problems,  develop  a  nonpoint  source  pollution  manage- 
ment program,  and  implement  controls  to  improve  water  quality. 
Identified  control  measures  should  be  implemented  oh  BLM  lands  to 
address  nonpoint  source  pollution  problems.   Close  coordination 
with  the  Arizona  Department  of  Environmental  Quality  will  help 
ensure  that  BLM  management  plans  (e.g.,  wilderness,  resource  area, 
grazing  allotment)  are  consistent  with  Arizona's  new  nonpoint 
source  management  program.   for  your  reference  a  copy  of  Section 
319  is  enclosed. 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  review  this  DEIS.   Please 
send  us  two  copies  of  the  FEIS  when  it  is  filed  with  the  EPA 
Headquarters  office.   If  you  have  any  questions,  please  call  me 
at  (415)  974-3083  [FTS  454-8053),  or  have  your  staff  contact 
David  Powers  at  (415)  974-8187  (FTS  454-8187). 


Enclosures  ( two) 


Doanna  M.  Wieman,  Director 
Office  of  External  Affairs 


UNITED  STATES 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

ECOLOGICAL  SERVICES 
3616  W.    Thomas,    Suite   6 
Phoenix,   Arizona  35019 

November   17.    1987 


From     AfL^leld  Supervisor 

Subject;      Draft  Yuma  District  Wilderness  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Thank  you  for  providing  this  office  of  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
(Service)   with  a  copy  of  the  subject  document. 

The  Service  has  reviewed  the  Draft  Yuma  District  Wilderness  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (EI5)   and  offer  the   following  comments  for  your 
consideration. 

General   C_°mmen ts 

Generally,   the  Service  supports   the  Bureau  of  Land  Management's  (Bureau) 
proposed  action  to  recommend  234,858  acres  of  the  393,225  acres  within 
these  22  Wilderness  Study  Area  (WSAs)    for  wilderness  designation.     We 
believe  that  the  Bureau  has  produced  an  excellent  document  and  commend  you 
for  your  efforts  to    include  as  much  acreage  as  possible. 


We  do,    however,    recommend  that   the  Bureai 
wilderness  designation.     Such  a  design; 


er  additional  acreage  for 
sually    considered 
beneficial   for  wildlife  resources  because    It  precludes  development  and 
necessitates  human  use  limitations  In  these  areas  which  otherwise  would  be 
susceptible  to  loss  or  degradation  of  wildlife  habitat. 


document   with   regard    to   the    impacts   of   the 
the  operation  and  management  of  units  of  the 


We  have  reviewed   tht  subjec 

various  proposed  actions  or 

National  Wildlife  Refuge  System  located    In   the   Immediate  area(s) 

Include  Havasu,    Cibola,    Imperial,    and  Kofa  National  Wildlife  Refuges 

(Refuges). 

Those  Wilderness  Study  Areas   lying  proximal    to  refuges  of  concern  are 
individually  discussed  below: 

Specific    Comments 

Page  5,   Alternatives  considered.   East  Cactus  Plain  -  A  recommendation  to 
add   H,89S  acres  to  the  northern  part  of  the  W5A  was  rejected  because 
enlarging  the  WSA  boundaries   is  beyond   the  scope  of  this  draft  EIS.     Plea: 
provide  information  on  why  this  recommendation  could  not  be  addressed   In 
this  document  and  when  and  hot*  the  Bureau   Intends  to  address   this 
recommendation    In   the   near    future. 
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*  5-7  B       Crossman  Peak 

The  proposed  alternative  of  partial  wilderness  designation, 
(Hap  2-4)  appears  unobjectionable   from  a  refuge  management  view- 
point. 

•  5-7  C/5-W2-52      Hojave  Wash 

fe  agree  with  the  proposed  action  of  partial  wilderness 
designation  shown  on  Hap  2-6   In  that  it  serves  to  protect  the 
northern  boundary  of  the  Bill  Williams  Unit  of  Havasu  Refuge. 
However,  the  patchwork  boundaries  would  appear  to  make  management 
of  the  wilderness  difficult. 

•  5-12    Gibraltar  Mountain 
»  5-13    Planet  Peak 

*  5-15  A  Swansea 

These  areas  lie  to  the  south  of  the  Bill  Williams  Unit  and  the 
proposed  actions  of  partial  wilderness  designation  would  benefit 
the  resource  management  of  the  Unit.  However,  In  the  Swansea 
proposed  action  discussion,  the  document  states  that  the  Bureau 
would  rehabilitate  the  "lower  5  miles  of  riparian  habitat  along 
the  Bill  Williams  River."  It  Is  unclear  what  5  miles  the  Bureau 
Intends  to  work  on:   the  lower  reaches  of  the  river  limiediately 
upstream  from  its  confluence  with  the  Colorado  River  are 
administered  by  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

»  5-23  B  Trlgo  Mountains 

The  proposed  exclusion  for  mineral  development  along  the  northern 
boundary  of  this  area  and  the  permitting  of  vehicle  access  along 
Clip  Wash  could  severely  impact  Cibola  and  Imperial  Refuges. 
Placer  mining  In  the  northern  area  could  seriously  impact  the 
resources  of  Cibola  Refuge,  most  notably  Hart  Mine  Marsh  and 
Cibola  Lake,  The  exclusion  along  Clip  Wash  could  Impact  manage- 
ment of  1974  proposed  wilderness  lands  on  Imperial  Refuge  which 
abut  the  western  boundary  of  the  WSA. 


RECEIVE.) 
YUMA  DISTRIO  J' 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 


NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

WESTERN  REGION 

4)0  GOLDEN  GATE  AVENUE.  BOX  16061 

SAN  FRANCISCO.  CALIFORNIA  9«!02 
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5-23  A     South  Trigo 


This  area  is  directly  adjacent   to  the  1S74  proposed  wilderness  of 
Imperial  Refuge,   linking  those  lands  with  the  Trlgo  Mountains. 
We  believe  that  this  area  should  be  designated  wilderness   to 
avoid   impacts  of  motorized  recreational  use  concentrated  between 
Imperial  Refuge  lands  and   the  Trigo  Mountains  5-23  B  area. 


.. ..  .--^         ....   ...  TT7.„-  ._.-... 


•  5-31 

•  5-33 

I  These  lands  are  under  an  application  (A-7950)  for  withdrawal  from 
public  domain  to  Include  them  In  the  Kofa  Refuge.  They  were  also 
Included  on  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service's  1974  wilderness 
proposal. 

•  5-34         Kofa  Unit  4  South 

We  agree  with  the  proposed  action  of  no  wilderness  for  these 
lands.     They  serve  an   Important  function  as  buffer   for  Kofa 
Refuge  where  uses  not  permitted  on  the  refuge,    such  as  motorized 
vehicles,  may  occur. 

The  Service  appreciates  the  opportunity  to  review  this  document.     If   you 
have  any  questions  concerning  our  comments,    please  contact   Hs.  Oudy  Hohman 
or  me  (Telephone:     FTS  261-4720. 


cc:     Regional  Director,   Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Albuquerque,   New  Mexico 
(   Fish  and  Wildlife  Enhancement) 


District  Manager,  Bureau  of  lard  teiagement,  Yuma,  Arizona 


Prcn,.  ^c^MJsociate  Regional  Director,   Resource  Management  and  Planning, 
Western  Region 

Subject:     Draft  Wilderness  Environmental  Statement  for  the  Yuma  District 
(DES-S7/21) 

We  have  completed  our  review  of  the  above  referenced  DEIS  and  provide  the 
following  comments  regarding  cultural  resources: 

1    1 .     The  subject  document  does  not  adequately  address  fragile  and  nonrenewable 
cultural  resources,  historic  preservation,  and  compliance  procedures,  although 
for  each  alternative  considered  potential  Impacts  to  mineral  development, 
wildlife  values,  burro  management,   recreation  and  solitude  are  discussed  in 

|  detail. 

2.  Page  ix  of  the  DEIS  Summary  in  essence  states  that  wilderness  designation 
will  have  beneficial  effects  for  cultural  resources,  but  that  the  no 
wilderness  alternative  will  not.  Potential  Impacts  of  the  no  wilderness 
alternative  should  be  discussed  for  each  area  under  consideration. 

3.  Page  10  references  regulatory  standard  43  cfr  boo  In  the  discussion  of 
cultural  resources.  This  regulation  Is  not  listed  In  the  DEIS  references.  Is 
this  a  correct  citation,  or  should  it  be  36  CFR  Q0O? 

4.  The  DEIS  does  not  discuss  the  range  of  archeo logical  site  types,  their 
frequency  of  occurrence,  cultural  chronology,  etc.  for  any  of  the  22  W5As 
proposed.  Only  three  site  types  are  mentioned  anyvAiere  in  the  document: 
geoglyphs,  petreglyphs,  and  rock-ring  habitation  sites.  What  about  special 
activity  loci,  quarry  sites,  caves  and  rockshelters,  lithic  scatters,  milling 
stations,  etc.?  It  scons  inconceivable  that  eramples  of  these  site  types  do 
not  exist  within  the  broad  area  covered  by  the  DEIS, 

5.  Ho  axcheological  studies  are  referenced  in  the  document,  yet  accompanying 
each  WSA  is  a  predictability  statement  regarding;  the  likely  number  of 
potential  Natlcnal  Register  sites  that  might  be  encountered,  i.e.,  moderate 
potential  signifies  the  possibility  of  one  or  two  National  Register  eligible 
sites.  This  would  appear  to  he  an  unreal Is tically  low  estimate  of  the 
frequency  of  potentially  significant  sites. 


]  Upon  what  studies  are  these  predictive  models  based.  I.e.,  BLM  Clans  I.  II, 
and  III  inventories?  Bow  much  area  has  been  surveyed  for  cultural  resources 
In  each  WSA?  How  many  sites  are  recorded  for  each  ksa?  How  many  of  the  known 
resources  are  potentially  eligible,  or  have  been  determined  eligible,  for 
ncmlnatlan  to  the  Natlcnal  Register  of  Historic  Places? 

6.  No  mention  vdvatsoever  Is  made  of  historic  sites.  Are  there  no  evidences 
of  early  historic  period  mining,  trails,  camps,  or  cabins  In  any  one  of  the 

proposed  HSAs? 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  review  and  comment  upon  your  wilderness 
proposal  and  environmental  statement. 


ww  Aft-  W4&rv 
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SEP  2  3  1987 


ROVP  (Farrel/0882) 
Yuma  District  Wlldert 


i  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS) 


Dlntrlct  Manager, 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Yuma  District  Office 

3150  WlnBor  Ave 

P.O.  Box  5680 

Yuma,  AZ  85365 


1.  We  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  review  the  subject  DEIS  and  offer  the 

following  comments: 

Ah  shown  on  the  attached  nap,  many  of  the  Wilderness  Study  Areas 
(WSA's)  evaluated  In  your  DEIS  are  subject  to  military  overflights  In  the 
form  of  low-level  training  missions.   Inasmuch  as  low-level  overflights  do 
have  the  potential  to  disrupt  the  solitude  and  naturalness  of  areas 

rectly  under  their  flight  paths,  we  recommend  you  Include  consideration 
of  such  activities  In  your  discussion  and  dec is Ion -making  process.  Within 
that  contest,  we  further  recommend  you  consider  location,  altitude,  and 
frequency  of  flights. 

b.  Areas  which  are  appropriate  for  military  overflights  and  low  altitude 
training  routes  are  becoming  Increasingly  rare.   In  selecting  overflight 
training  routes,  the  Air  Force  must  consider  mission  requirements  and  fuel 
costs  as  well  as  environmental  constraints.  Ideally,  training  routes  are 
located  within  areas  which:  are  relatively  isolated,  have  diverse 
topography  and  minimal  commercial  activity,  maintain  sparse  human 
populations,  and  contain  lands  under  federal  jurisdiction.   It  is  obvious 
that  these  characteristics  are  also  compatible  to  a  large  degree  with 
potential  wilderness  areas.  Therefore,  even  though  several  of  the  areas 
being  proposed  are  subject  to  air  training  activities,  the  Air  Force 
generally  supports  designation  of  wilderness  areas  provided  such 
designations,  and  subsequent  management  I 
the  airspace  for  military  overflights. 


thereof,  do  not  restrict  » 


2.  We  hope  these  comments 
of  assistance  in  any  mannei 
Farrel  at  (415)  556-6439. 

QiUJLl  4„.™ 

PHILLIP  k.    LAMM I,  Chief 
Environmental  Planning  Dlv: 


are  useful  in  your  planning  procea 
-,  please  contact  Che  undersigned  o 


1  Atch;     Map  »/w 


If  » 


,  DavlAECEIVED 
YUMA  DISTRICT  OFFICE 


SEP  2  5 '67 
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Department  oTComrrKrrce 


Thomas  P.  Caldwell.  Ph.D.  -  Director 


Evan  Mccham  •  Go 


TO  Bureau   of    Land    Management 

FROM:      Arizona   State  Clearinghouse 

DATE:     October   23,    198? 

RE  Yuma    District    Wilderness    Environmental 

Impact    Statement    --    Draft 
SAI    NOr       AZ    87-80-0039 


This  memorandum  is   in   response   to   the  above   project   submitted   I 
Arizona   State   Clearinghouse   for   review. 


The  project  has  been  i 
by  certain  Arizona  St* 


viewed   pursuant   to   the   Executive  Order    12372 

e  officials  and  Regional  Councils  of  Government. 


The   Standard   Form  424   is  attached  along  with  any   comments   that   I 
received   for   submission  with   the   project-     The   comments   are   advi 
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PARKS 

8O0W,  Within gion.  Suite 4 15 
Phoeni..  AZ   BSQ07 


FROM:    Arizona  Stale  Clearinghouse 

1700  Wesi  Washington  Street.  Room  505 
Phoenix,  Anions  85007 


Indian  Affairs 

Mineral  Res. 

Game  &  Fiah 

Transportation 

Ag.  &  Hort. 

Environmental  Studies 

Archaeological  Research 

Water 

Parks 

Parks-AORCC 

Bu.  of  Geology  £  Mineral  Tech. 

Region  IV 


This  project  is  referred  to  you  'or  review  and  comment.  Please  evaluate  at 
to  the  following  quemom,  Aher  completion,  return  THIS  FORM  AND  ONE 
XEROX  COPY  to  the  Clearinghouse  no  later  than  17  WORKING  DAYS  from 
the  date  noted  above.  Please  contact  the  Clearinghouse  at  2555004  it  yog 
need  further  information  or  additional  time  for  review. 


«OxiOi»OwWini» 
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FROM:  Arizona  State  Clearinghouse 
1 700  West  Washington  Street, 
Phoenix,  Arizona   85007 


Indian  Affaire 

Mineral  Res. 

Game  i.   Fish 

Transportation 

Ag,  &  Hort. 

Environmental  Studies 

Archaeological  Research 

Water 

Parks 

Parks -AORCC 

Bu.  of  Geology  t,    Mineral  Tech. 

Region  IV 


This  project  is  referred  to  you  for  review  and  comment.  Please  evaluate  as  •-  *■     *-i     CV 

to  the  following  questions.  After  completion,  return  THIS  FORM  AND  ONE  O  :"•     _     cr; 

XEROX  COPY  to  the  Clearinghouse  no  later  than  17  WORKING  DAYS  from  5  0      §j      ** 
the  date  noted  above.  Please  contact  the  Clearinghouse  at  2555004  if  you  "  ~n 

need  further  information  or  additional  time  for  review. 

□  No  comment  on  ih.s  pra,e«  Q  P.ddouI  .J  ■,.■;;,,-,  Hwriittn  f^Commenls  a,  .nO.ClIKi  M  3.'- 
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ARIZONA   GAME    A    FISH    DEPARTMENT 

^?^?  lAUgu*^  lX~S       0*~»*.  Jfym  S5Q23       9*2~3(XO 
October  6,  1987 


Mt .  J.  Darwin  Snell,  District  Manager 
Bureau  oE  Land  Management 
Yuma  District  Office 
3150  Windsor  Avenue 
ruma,  Arizona   85365 

RE:   Draft  Yuma  District  wilderness 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Dear  Mr.  Snell: 

The  Arizona  Game  and  Fish  Department  has  reviewed  the  above- 
referenced  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS),  and  we 
find  the  DEIS  to  be  accurate  and  adequate  in  the  analyses  of  the 
proposed  actions  and  alternative  actions  for  each  of  the  14 
Arizona  Wilderness  Study  Areas  {WSAs)  being  considered  for 
suitability  for  preservation  as  wilderness. 

The  management  decisions  proposed  in  this  DEIS  are  the  best 
which  we  have  as  yet  reviewed,  with  regard  to  avoiding  or 
minimizing  conflicts  between  wilderness  designation  and  wildlife 
management  activities.  The  Proposed  Actions  strategically  reduce 
boundaries  and  provide  cherry-stem  roads,  so  that  many  existing 
and  proposed  wildlife  habitat  developments  would  occur  outside 
wilderness  boundaries.  For  many  areas  this  satisfies  one  of  our 
major  concerns  for  wilderness  designation — continued  development 
and  maintenance  of  wildlife  pcojects.  Several  statements  are 
made  within  the  text  (page  14)  which  acknowledge  that  the 
development  of  new  habitat  improvement  projects  and  the 
maintenance  of  existing  ones  are  valid  uses  within  wilderness 
areas,  as  long  as  "minimum  tool"  and  nonimpairment  criteria  are 
followed. 

Our  Department  appreciates  the  attention  given  to  potential 
nonconforming  uses  {i.e.  helicopters,  motor  vehicles  and  power 
tools)  j  however ,  we  recommend  that  the  potential  to  use  such 
items  be  specified  throughout  the  DEIS,  for  annual  game  surveys, 
water  resource  projects,  and  other  wildlife  management  needs. 
Helicopters,  motor  vehicles,  or  power  tools  are  often  the  minimum 
tool  required  to  accomplish  desired  management  objectives. 
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An  area  of  considerable  concern  to  the  Department  involves 
burro  management  capabilities  within  wilderness.  Burro 
control/removal  must  maintain  burro  populations  at  acceptable 
levels.  Burros  can  negatively  impact  native  plant  and  animal 
ecosystems,  if  the  burro  populations  are  permitted  to  expand.  Of 
particular  concern  are  potential  impacts  on  bighorn  sheep. 
Wilderness  designation  should  not  preclude  necessary  and 
justified  burro  control. 

COMMENTS  ON  SELECTED  WSAs 

Grossman  i Peak.  we  believe  that  the  reduced  boundaries  and 
Cherry -stem  roads  avoid  many  potential  conflicts  with  existing 
and  proposed  water  developments.  Within  the  vicinity  of  this 
WSA,  six  water  developments  occur  and  one  is  proposed,  yet  none 
of  these  would  occur  within  designated  wilderness  areas  under 
this  alternative.  The  Proposed  Action  would  also  provide 
protection  for  19,290  acres  of  bighorn  sheep  habitat  from  future 
mineral  development. 

However,  with  the  AH  Wilderness  Alternative,  four  of  the 
seven  water  developments  would  occur  within  the  boundaries  of 
wilderness  designation.  The  NO  Wilderness  Alternative  would 
provide  no  protection  to  bighorn  habitat  from  future  mineral 
development. 

Swansea.  The  Proposed  Action  Alternative  (Partial  Wilderness) 
for  the  Swansea  WSA  recommends  reduced  boundaries  which  again 
avoid  an  existing  habitat  improvement  project.  A  proposed  water 
development  occurs  within  1  1/2  miles  of  the  WSA  boundary. 
Access  to  this  project  is,  however,  not  precluded  by  potential 
wilderness  designation.  We  do  recommend  one  change  to  this 
alternative.  We  believe  the  last  1  1/2  miles  of  existing  roadway 
within  centennial  Wash  should  be  cherry-stemmed,  so  that 
vehicular  travel  to  the  Bill  Williams  River  can  be  continued. 
There  are  very  few  vehicle  access  points  to  the  north  bank  of  the 
Bill  Williams  River.  Precluding  access  to  this  point  would 
result  in  about  nine  miles  of  river  between  available  access 
points,  after  wilderness  designation.  Access  to  the  Bill 
Williams  River  is  helpful  in  conducting  resource  inventories 
within  the  river's  riparian  corridor. 


important 


more 


The  All  Wilderness  Alternative  would  result  in  - 
water  development  occurring  within  a  wilderness  area. 
make  inspection  and  maintenance  of  this  improvement 
difficult  and  expensive.  The  No  Wilderness  Alternative  would 
fail  to  protect  the  11,795  acres  of  sheep  and  riparian  habitats 
from  mineral  entry,  which  would  be  protected  under  the  Partial 
Wilderness  Alternative.  We  consider  this  important  in  an  area 
which  historically  has  experienced  significant  mining  activity. 
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Mohave  Springs  Mesa  Pothole  (T13N,  Rl7w,  Sec.  16).  The 
HMP  schedules  this  development  for  the  adjacent  section 
(Sec.  17).  However,  a  recent  field  inspection  indicated 
that  the  best  site  for  development  occurs  within  Section 
16.  Either  site  will  be  designated  wilderness  under  the 
Proposed  Action  Alternative.  Section  16  is  presently  a 
State  Trust  section,  but  is  proposed  to  change  to  blh 
administration  under  a  recent  land  exchange  proposal 
(November ,  1986)  .  Vehicle  access  to  the  site  would  be 
precluded  by  wilderness  designation,  as  probably  would  the 
proposed  development  design  (the  use  of  two  fiberglass 
storage  tanks) . 


Castaneda  Peak 
catchment  was 
properly  to  dai 
the  near  future 


Catchment   (T13N,  R16W, 

built  in  1986,  and  ha 

e.   Further  maintenance 

to  make  this  catchment 


Sec.  33)  .  This 
i  not  functioned 
is  anticipated  in 
unctional. 


Buckhorn  Tank  Rehabilitation  (T13N,  R16W,  Sec.  21).  The 
rehabilitation  of  this  existing  dam  within  the  northeast 
boundary  of  the  WSA,  is  to  improve  a  water  source  for  mule 

deer  .  WildernpRG        fine  i  anat-  i  nn        urmlrl        nAt        rrsj^g        any 


deer.     Wilderness   designation 
significant  concerns  regarding  this  prop 


al. 


nd 


In  conclusion,  the  Department  commends  the  Bureau  for 
major  effort  necessary  to  develop  the  DEIS,  relating  to 
natural  values  that  exist  within  the  wilderness  study  areas 
the  conflicts  that  would  result  from  present  uses,  if  wildernes 
is   designated.     Additional,   specific   Department   comment   is 
provided  on  the  DEIS  in  a  separate  attachment  to  this  letter. 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  review  and  comment  on  this 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  and  hope  that  our  comments 
will  aid  in  the  development  of  the  f  inaj.  jiocument . 
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'Temple  A.  Reynolds 
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cci   Wes  Martin,  Supervisor,  Kingman  Regional  Office 
Don  Wingfield,  Supervisor,  Yuma  Regional  Office 


J.  Darwin  Sne 


October  6,  19«/ 


Mohave  Wash.  Despite  the  effort  by  the  BLM  to  avoid  conflicts 
with  wildlife  management  efforts,  by  proposing  reduced  boundaries 
and  cherry-stem  roads  within  the  WSA,  we  still  have  major 
concerns.  There  are  three  existing  and  seven  proposed  wildlife 
water  developments  within  the  WSA.  Additionally,  the  area 
supports  an  insecure  population  of  bighorn  sheep.  Twenty -two 
sheep  were  transplanted  to  this  WSA  in  July  1986,  in  an  effort  to 
supplement  a  dwindling  indigenous  population.  This  area  has 
received  the  highest  intensity  of  management  effort  within  our 
Kingman  Region  during  the  past  two  years.  Intense  management 
efforts  are  expected  to  be  necessary  for  another  three  to  five 
years. 

The  Proposed  Action  Alternative  (Partial  Wilderness)  would 
avoid  wilderness  designation  of  five  of  the  ten  developments. 
However,  access  to  the  Bill  Williams  Pothole  site  would  be 
precluded,  if  Sections  15  and  21,  Township  12  North,  Range  18 
West,  received  wilderness  designation.  The  five  development 
jposals  which  remain  in  conflict  with  the  Proposed  Action 
Alternative  include: 

-  Little  Black  Mountain  Pothole  (TUN,  R17W,  Sec.  11).  This 
development  is  presently  the  most  crucial  of  all  the 
developments  in  the  WSA.  It  was  the  release  site  for  the 
1986  supplemental  sheep  transplant.  The  population 
remains  closely  tied  to  this  development  and  its 
surrounding  habitat.  Within  the  past  month  the  water 
level  within  this  pothole  became  critically  low.  The  BLM 
and  the  Department  were  inspecting  this  development  twice 
each  week  to  monitor  its  condition.  Plans  were  developed 
to  haul  2,000  gallons  of  water  via  helicopter  to  this 
site.  This  $3,000  effort  was  to  be  cost -shared  between 
the  Bureau  and  the  Department.  Fortunately,  the  area 
experienced  a  tropical  storm  on  September  3  and  4,  1987, 
making  these  efforts  unnecessary.  To  avoid  this  problem 
in  the  future,  plans  are  being  developed  to  increase  the 
storage  of  this  pothole.  The  most  desirable  method 
(fiberglass  tanks)  would  probably  not  satisfy  the 
wilderness  nonimpairment  criteria.  Furthermore,  frequent 
inspections,  as  occurred  this  year,  and  possible  water 
hauling,  as  almost  occurred  this  year,  would  be 
significantly  hampered  by  wilderness  designation. 

-  Little  Black  Mountain  Pothole  No.  2  (TllN,  R17W,  Sec. 
3)  .  Plans  are  to  amend  the  Bill  Williams-Crossman  Peak 
HMP  this  year  to  add  this  pothole  development  to  the 
implementation  schedule.  This  pothole  is  believed 
necessary  to  help  relieve  some  of  the  use  at  the  existing 
Little  Black  Mountain  Pothole  and  increase  water  storage 
capacity  in  this  area. 
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SPEC I PIC  COMMENTS 
Pages  2  and  3  Table  1-2 
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:repancy  between 


There  is  some  uiai.iCr... 
on  page  2  and  the  numbers  reflected  in  Table  1-2 
numbers  do  not  correspond  for  Crucial  Bighorn  sneep  h 
Riparian  Habitat,  end  Wildlife  T  6  E  and  Sensitive  Species 

Page  3,  Table  1-2 


lumbers  in  the   text 

_. .  page  3.   The 

ighorn  Sheep  Habitat, 


Burro  removal  efforts  should  be  an  environmental 
the  Mohave  Wash,  Planet  Peak  and  Swansea  WSAs.   Bigho 
habitat  should  be  added  as  an  issue  in  the  Swansea  WSA. 

Page  22,  Column  2,  Wildlife  Management 


A  supplemental  transpla 
desirable  within  ~- 


...  of  desert  bighorn  sheep  may 
irrt  to  this  wsa,  within  the 
potential  should  also  be  mentio 


1-1,111    \.\W         IICAL    L  L  VC 

led  on  pages  24  and 


Page  24,  column  1,  Wildlife  Management 

The  referenced  water  development  is  intended  for  the  benefit 
of  mule  deer,  more  so  than  for  bighorn  sheep.  This  should  also 
be  reflected  on  page  27. 

Page  24,  Column  2,  Wildlife  Management 

It  has  not  as  yet  been  determined  if  a  pothole  development 
will  be  possible  on  this  site.  Therefore,  the  possibility  of  an 
apron  catchment  should  not  be  overlooked. 

Page  29,  Column  1,  Wildlife  Management 

As  stated  earlier,  the  pothole  development  in  T13N,  R17W, 
Sec.  17  may  best  be  built  in  Sec.  16.  This  development  and  the 
development  of  Little  Black  Mountain  Pothole  require  the  use  of 
storage  tanks.  This  paragraph  should  also  indicate  the  potential 
for  the  Little  Black  Mountain  Pothole  No.  2,  within  TllN,  R17W, 
Sec.  3.  Additionally,  because  the  development  at  T12N,  R17W, 
Sec.  19  has  not  as  yet  been  designed,  the  potential  for  an  apron 
catchment  at  this  site  should  not  be  overlooked. 
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Page  29,  Column  2,  wildlife  Management 

This  paragraph  should  also  acknowledge  the  proposed 
livestock  exclosure  around  spring  and  riparian  habitat  at  Mohave 
Springs. 

Page  37,  Column  1,  Wildlife  Management 

This  section  should  specifically  mention  the  development  of 
a  pothole  or  dam  and  storage  tanks  east  of  Giers  Mountain.  This 
is  specifically  mentioned  in  the  Environmental  Assessment  for  the 
realignment  of  State  Route  95  along  the  Parker  Strip,  and  has 
been  in  the  mill  since  at  least  1962. 

Page  37,  column  1,  Recreation  Use  Actions 

We  believe  that  enforcement  of  the  10-person  party  size 
limit  could  prove  difficult  to  enforce  and  doubt  that  the  permit 
system  would  be  cost-ef f ect ive.  We  suggest  that  the  money  to  set 
up ■ the  permit  system  may  be  better  spent  on  habitat  improvement 
projects. 

Page  43,  Column  1,  Recreation  Use 


Page  47,  Column  1,  Recc> 


it  :.o 


i  J  no 


Hunting  should  be  added  to  the  sectioTi-  on  recreational 
use.  Also,  the  construction  of  a  fence  on  the  western  boundary 
should  be  included,  to  prevent  indiscriminate  ORV  use  of  the 
Cactus  Plain  by  residents  of  the  new  Parker  townsite. 


Page  47,  colu 


Wildlife  Management 


Development  of  water  in  the  Cactus  Plain  is  mentioned  in  the 
"Buckskin  Mountain-cactus  Plains  Habitat  Management  Plan 
Amendment",  completed  in  1986,  which  was  signed  off  on  by  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  and  should  be  mentioned  in  the 

Wilderness  eis. 


Page   50,   Column 


Wildlife   Management   Acti. 


Wildlife 


Again,  water  development  should  be  mentioned  pursuant  to  the 
"Buckskin  Mountain-Cactus  Plains  Habitat  Amendment". 
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Page  71,  Column  1,  Wildlife  Management 

Why  would  maintenance  access  of  wildlife  water  developments 
be  limited  to  foot,  horseback  or  helicopter  under  the  "Trigo 
Mountain  No  wilderness  Alternative"? 


Page  Bl,  Colu: 


Wi ldl i f e  Management 


The  development  of  the  natural  tinaja,  as  outlined  in  the 
"Laguna-Martine2  Habitat  Management  Plan"  will  require  the  use  of 
gasoline  powered  rock  drills  and  a  helicopter  for  hauling  the 
materials  to  the  site. 

The  same  wording  should  be  used  on  Page  43,  under  "Wildlife 
Management  Actions",  in  the  fourth  sentence. 

Page  B6,  Needles  Eastern  Addition 

The  opportunity  for  nonmotor ized  recreation  exists  now,  and 
we  question  whether  designation  would  increase  the  opportunity, 

as  the  document  states. 

Page  93,  Swansea 

We  do  not  believe  that  wilderness  designation  would  alter 
the  existing  impacts  to  riparian  habitat,  namely  grazing  and 
either  excessive  or  too  little  flow  in  the  Bill  Williams  River. 

Page  97,  Trigo  Mountains 

The  statement  that  the  "All  Wilderness"  alternative  would 
"...allow  mining  to  disturb  105  acres  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat."  Could  this  have  inadvertently  been  switched  with  the 
statement  under  "Enhanced  Wilderness,  Nondesignated  Area". 

Page  97,  Kofa  Unit  3  Southern  Addition 

This  section  should  mention  the  potential  adverse  impact  to 
wildlife,  especially  mule  deer,  if  catchment  736  cannot  be 
maintained  at  the  current  level  under  the  "All  Wilderness" 
alternative. 

Page  100,  Muggins  Mountains 

In  the  nondesignated  area  the  Statement  that  under  the 
proposed  action  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  "would"  be  impacted 
should  be  changed  to  could  be  impacted. 
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page  54,  Column  2,  Wildlife  Management 

The  development  of  wildlife  water  sources  in  the  Swansea  WSA 
is  mentioned  in  the  "Buckskin  Mountain-Cactus  Plains  Habitat 
Management  Plan  Amendment",  which  was  just  completed  in  1986  and 
should  be  mentioned  in  the  Wilderness  EIS. 


Page  57,  Column  1,  Wildlife  Managem 


iftt 


believe  minimum  tools  for  maintenance 
include  motorized  equipment.    Gasolint 
are  necessary  to  drill  holes  in  bedrc 
and  silt  diversio 


f  the  pothole 
powered   jack 


imum  tools  used 
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should  be  decided  at  the  time  and  left  up  to  the  State  Direc 

Page  61,  Column  2,  Burro  Management 

We  support  the  use  of  helicopters  for  burro  control,  due  to 
ground  access  problems  on  the  Yuma  Proving  Ground  because  of 
unexploded  ordnance;  helicopters  are  the  only  feasible  way  of 
rounding  up  burros  and  to  herd  burros  off  of  Yuma  Proving  Ground 
to  the  adjacent  BLM  land  for  capture. 

Without  adequate  control  of  burro  numbers,  wilderness 
designation  would  have  an  adverse  impact  on  mule  deer  and  desert 
bighorn  sheep  in  the  area. 

page  64,  Map  2-22 

This  map  shows  Clip  Wash  excluded  from  the  proposed  action, 
but  not  the  Hart  Mine  Road.  The  Hart  Mine  Road  is  used  by  the 
Arizona  Game  and  Fish  Department  foe  access  into  Hidden  Valley  on 
the  Yuma  Proving  Ground.  At  present  Clip  Wash  is  not  passable  to 
four  wheel  drive  pickups.   Hart  Mine  road  should  be  excluded. 


Page  65,  column  2,  Recreate 


Use 


considerable  deer 

Big  game  hunting  i 


At  present  there  i: 
the  Trigo  Mountain  WSA. 
section. 

Page  69,  Map  2-23 

What  is  the  significance  of  a  large  portion  of  the  WSA  being 
under  Reclamation  Withdrawn  status 7  Will  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  be  able  to  operate  quarries  in  the  area  if  it  becomes 
wilderness? 
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Page   104,   Table   3-1 

Desert  bighorn  sheep  should  be  deleted  from  the  bird  list. 

Also,  there  is  no  explanation  of  the  use  of  a  dash  on  the 
Table.  For  example,  on  Page  109  the  statement  is  made  that 
bighorn  sheep  are  a  sensitive  species  in  the  Needles  Eastern 
Addition,  but  Table  3-1  shows  a  dash.  Does  this  mean  that  the 
occurrence  is  known  but  not  verified?  The  Table  defines  "X", 
"P",  and  "S",  but  not  the  dash. 

Further,  this  Table  should  indicate  the  verified  occurrence 
of  Gila  monster  in  the  Mohave  Wash  WSA. 


Page  111,  Colu: 


2,  Motorized  Recreate 


There  presently  is  no  authorized  bighorn  sheep  hunting 
within  the  Crossman  Peak  WSA. 

Page  111,  Column  2,  Wildlife  Values 

The  area  around  Crossman  Peak  does  not  represent  the 
southern  end  of  the  range  for  desert  bighorn  sheep. 

Page  118,  Map  3-2A 

The  lambing  ground  depicted  around  Little  Black  Mountain 
should  be  expanded  to  include  TllN,  R17W,  Sections  2-4,  9-16,  and 
21-23. 

Page  121,  Column  2,  Special  Features 

The  barrel  cactus  is  actually  a  protected  species. 
Page  138,  Column  2,  Wildlife  Values 

Desert  mule  deer  should  be  mentioned  in  this  section. 

Page  141,  column  2,  Wildlife  Values 

Desert  mule  deer  should  be  mentioned  in  this  section. 
Hunting  deer  in  the  area  is  traditional  for  many  Yuma  area 
residents. 

We  question  the  second  paragraph.  Though  the  area  may  be 
minimally  large  enough,  It  may  not  support  a  sufficient  prey  base 
to  sustain  a  resident  lion  population,  in  and  by  itself. 
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Page  142,  Column  2,    Wildlife  Values 

Desert  mule  deer  are  an  important  resource  in  Kota  Unit  3 

Southern  Addition,  and  concentrate  around  our  catchment  736 
during  dry  periods.  Desert  mule  deer  should  be  added  to  this 
section. 

Page  144,  Column  2,    Wildlife  Values 

Desert  mule  deer  should  be  added  to  this  section. 

Page  14S,  Column  2,    Wildlife  Values 


Desert  mule  deer  should  be  added  to  this  section.  Hunting 
of  deer  and  quail  are  significant  recreational  pursuits  in  the 
area. 

Page  150,  Column  2,  Wildlife  Values 

Desert  mule  deer  should  be  added  to  this  section. 

page  17B,  Cactus  Plain 

We  find  no  discussion  of  impacts  on  wildlife  values,  and 
believe  there  should  be  one  for  each  alternative  under  the  Cactus 
Plain  WSA.   The  WSA  has  significance  for  state-listed  species. 

Page  185,  East  Cactus  Plain 


of  impacts  on  wildlife  values  for  any 


Page  192,  Column  2,  wildlife  Values 

If  wilderness  designation  hampers  burro  roundup  efforts,  it 
will  potentially  result  in  adverse  impact  on  wildlife  and 
wildlife  habitat.  This  should  be  specifically  mentioned.  The 
Trigo  Mountain  WSA  and  adjacent  lands  on  the  Yuma  Proving  Grounds 
are  a  difficult  area  in  which  to  control  burros,  because  of 
access  problems  and  unexploded  ordnance. 

Page  197,  Column  1,  Impacts  on  Wildlife  Values 

We  note  the  mention  of  degradation  of  desert  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  under  the  no  wilderness  alternative,  but  note  no  mention 
of  the  negative  impact  to  desert  bighorn  sheep  if  burro  reduction 
efforts  are  hampered  under  the  proposed  action.  We  believe  that 
this  is  a  very  significant  issue  in  the  Trigo  Mountains,  because 
of  the  access  problems  and  having  Yuma  Proving  Ground  to  the  east 
and  the  Imperial  and  Cibola  National  Wildlife  Refuges  to  the  west 
along  the  Colorado  Riv«r. 
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ARIZONA 

STATE 

PARKS 


SUITE  418 
PHOENIX.  ARIZONA  SS007 
TELEPHONE  803 -?:>■>.<  17« 


EVAN  ME CHAM 


19Augusl  1987 


Mr.  J.  Darwin  Snell 
Yuma  Districl  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
PO  Box  5680 
Yuma.  A2  85365 

RE:  Yuma  District  Wilderness  Draft  EIS.  DOI-BLM/Yuma 

Dear  Mr.  Snell: 

We  have  reviewed  ihe  draft  environmental  Impacl  statement  for  the  above 
referenced  project-  This  document  appears  to  adequately  consider  the 
issue  of  cultural  resources  at  this  stage  of  the  Investigation.  We  look 
forward  to  continuing  1o  consult  wiih  ihe  agency  regarding  Cultural 
resources  for  this  project.  These  comments  are  offered  pursuant  to  36 
CFR  Part  800  ol  the  Advisory  Council's  regulations. 

Please  teel  free  to  contact  me  If  you  have  any  questions. 


J^J-ty*— 


Teresa  L.  Hoffman 
Archaeologist 


WILLIAM  Q.  ROE 


REESE  a.  WOODLINQ 


M.  JEAN  HA35FL1 


RECEIVED 
VUMA  DISTRICT  OFFICE 


■6  21*87 


DM. 


COURTLANO  NELSON 


11 


13 


ARIZONA  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 


Tho  University  of  Arizona 


EVAN  MECHAM 


HIGHWAYS  DIVISION 
Dislricl  3 


P.O.    Box    3309 
Kingman,    AZ. 


RECEIVED 
YUMA  DISTRICT  OFfiCE 


(19*37 


tovember  13,    1987 


District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  BOX  5680 
Yuma,  A2  85365 


ll.tair    Distrit 


Manager: 


District  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Yuma  District  Office 

3150  Wlnsor  Avenue 

P.O.    Box    56BO 

Yuma,    Arizona  S53G5 


Attn: 


Mr.  J.  Darwin  Snell 
District  Manager 


Dear  Mr.  Snell: 

The  Kingman  Area  Office  of  the  Arizona  Department  of  Transportation 
has  responsibility  for  highways  in  the  northwest  section  of  Arizona 
extending  south  to  the  LaPaz  -  Mohave  County  line. 

The  only  comment  this  office  has  is  that  along  the  State  and 
Interstate  highways  a  corridor  be  provided  for  future  realignments  or 
!  Improvements.    A  specific  Area  would  be  the  Mohave  Wash  Wilderness  Study 
:  Area.  RECEIVED 

1  v.'ma  KSTfeCT  orrct 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment.  &'LM 


<& 


mib'81 


cc:      Environmental    Planning   Services 
JED /ah 


Please  consider  these  comments  regarding  the  U.S.    Bureau  of 
Land  Management  draft  wilderness  environmental  impact  statement 
(BIS)    for  the   Yuma  District.     Dr.  Jon  E.  Spencer,  a  geologist 
with  the  Arizona  Geological  Survey,  has  done  detailed  field 
studies  throughout  western  Arizona,  prepared  geologic  maps,  and 
published  the  results  of  his  research.     He   is  well  qualified, 
therefore,    to  comment  on  aspects  of  the  EIS  pertaining  to 
mineral  resource  evaluations  of  wilderness  study  areas  In 
Arizona.    Me  will  first  make  some  general  comments  regarding 
generalities  of  mineral  resource  evaluation,  and  then  address 
the  mineral  resource  potential  of  specific  wilderness  study 
areas  that   Or.    Spencer  has  studied. 

Estimates  of  mineral  potential  are  based  on  two  types  of 
information:    (1)   past  mineral-resource  production,  and   (2) 
consideration  of  geologic  setting  and  other  geologic  factors 
that  have  predictive  value  in  Locating  undiscovered  mineral 
deposits.     The  U.S.   Bureau  of  Mines  has  compiled  the  production 
data,  but  the  quality  and  availability  of  geologic  information 
is  highly  variable.     Detailed  geologic  maps  are  not  available 
at  this  time  for  all  But  a  few  of  the  wilderness  study  areas 
under  consideration  in  the  Yuma  district.     Until  these  maps  are 
completed  one  can  not  accurately  or  objectively  assess 
mineral- resource  potential.     Designation  of  any  area  as 
wilderness  without  such  information  would,    in  our  opinion,  he 
premature . 

For  the  past   three  years.   Dr.  Stephen  J.   Reynolds  and   Dr. 
Spencer  have  been  doing  geologic  mapping  and  related  geologic 
research  in  the  Buckskin  Mountains  and  Bouse  Hills.     In 
addition,    research  assistant  John  Welty  and  Dr.  Spencer  have 
examined  approximately  90*  of  the  mines  and  prospects  in  the 
Buckskin  Mountains,     The  Gibraltar  Mountain  (5-12),    Planet  peak 
(5-13),    Cactus  Plain  (5-14  VB),    Swansea  (S-1SA)  and   East 
Cactus  plain  (5-17)  WSAs  are  all  within  or  adjacent  to  their 
research  areas.     The  following  comments  regarding  the  mineral- 
resource  potential  of  each  of  these  areas  are  based  on  their 
research    in   the  area. 


447 


Gibraltar  Mountain  (5-12):  The  BLM  Proposed  Action  alternative 
excludes  portions  of  the  Gibraltar  Mountain  WSA  from  wilderness 
status  that  have  significant  mineral  resource  potential  (copper 
and  gold)  based  on  both  production  and  geologic  criteria.      We 
thus  oppose  the  All  Wilderness  alternative  and  consider  the 
Proposed  Action  alternative  to  be  acceptable  in  light  of 
mineral-  re  source- potent  ial  estimates. 

Planet  Peak  (5-13):     Major  mineral  deposits  are  located  one  to 
two  miles  north  of  the  north  edge  of  the  Planet  teak  WSA 
(Mineral  Hill  Mine  area),  and  several  miles  to  the  east  of  the 
east  edge  of  the  WSA  (Swansea  Mine  area).     The  Mineral  Hill 
Mine,   the  largest  mine  in  the  Planet  Mineral  district,   has 
yielded  almost  20  million  pounds  of  copper.     The  Swansea 
mineral  district  has  yielded  over  26  million  pounds  of  copper 
and  approximately  33,000  oz.  of  silver.     Virtually  all  of  the 
mineral  deposits  in  these  two  mineral  districts  occur  directly 
above  a  subhorizontal,  undulating  fault  known  as  the  Buckskin 
detachment  fault.     The  rocks  below  the  fault  contain  small  but 
locally  numerous  copper-iron  deposits,  and  we  consider  the 
mineral  potential  of  areas  underlain  by  such  rocks  to  be  low. 
Most  of  the  planet  fteak  WSA  is  underlain  by  such  rocks. 

The  Buckskin  detachment  fault  and  the  variably  mineralized 
rocks  above   it  are  typically  exposed  on  the  flanks  of  ranges. 
Exposures  are  commonly  discontinuous  due  to  widespread  burial 
by  alluvium.     Thus,   it   is  quite  conceivable  that  a  Swansea-  or 
Mineral  Hill-size  deposit  could  be  hidden  by  a  thin  alluvial 
cover  at   the  foot  of  mountainous  areas  such  as  Planet  Paak. 
Given  these  geologic  considerations,  we  conclude  that  the 
alluvium-covered  southern  flank  of  Plane t  teak  has  a  high 
potential  for  containing  a  concealed  Swansea  or  Mineral  Hill 
type  deposit.    Accordingly,  we  recommend  that  the  southern 
boundary  of  the  proposed  Action  alternative  be  moved  northward 
to  the  foot  of  the  range  and  approximately  coincident  with  the 
bedrock-alluvium  contact.     The  northeastern  part  of  the  WSA, 
including  most  of  section  24,  T.  10  N-,  R.  >7  W.,  and  section 
30,  T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W.,  is  in  a  similar  geologic  setting.     We 
suggest  moving  the  northeastern  boundary  of  the  proposed  Act  ion 
alternative  southwestward  to  the  approximate  location  of  tne 
alluvium-bedrock  contact  (see  Spencer  and  others,    1986,   and 
attached  figure} . 

Swansea  (5-15A):     The  western  edge  of  the  southern  part  of  the 
Swansea  WSA  covers  areas  adjacent  to  the  Planet  Mine  that  are 
structurally  and  lithologically  continuous  with  the  rocks  at 
the  Planet  Mine.     This  includes  most  of  section  5  and  about 
half  of  section  8,  T.  10  N.,  R.  16  W.     We  suggest  that  the 
western  boundary  be  moved  eastward  as  far  as  the  exposed  trace 
Of  the  Buckskin  detachment  fault  (see  Spencer  and  others,    1986, 
and  attached  figure)  and  that  the  southern  boundary  be  moved 
slightly  northward  as  far  as  the  exposed  trace  of  the  Buckskin 
detachment  fault.     Along  the  southern  boundary  where  the  fault 
is  concealed,  we  suggest  that  the  boundary  be  moved  northward 
to  the  contact  between  crystalline  rocks  below  the  fault  and 


We  request  your  careful  consideration  of  these  c 

ill  be  glad  to  provide  additional  information  if  it  is 


$  <£^e^_  T**ry    -0      ML 


tarry  A.  fcllows 

State  Geologist 
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alluvial  deposits  (see  Spencer  and  teynolds,    J9B7,    and  attached 
figure) . 

Sections  21  and  22,  T.  11  N.,  R,  15  W.,  contain  manganese 
deposits  and  could  contain  additional   undiscovered  deposits. 
Sections  27  and  28,   south  of  sections  21  and  22,  are  underlain 
by  rocks  similar  to  those  that  host  mineral  deposits  at  Swansea 
and   Mineral  Hill   (see  attached  figure). 

The  above  mentioned  areas,   which  we  consider  to  have 
high  mineral  potential,  are  within  the  WSA  and  would  be 
excluded  from  wilderness  status  if  the  Proposed  Action 
alternative  is  adopted,     we  therefore  support  the  proposed 
Action  alternative  and  oppose  adoption  of  the  All  Wi lde  mess 
alternative. 

Cactus  Plain  (S-14  A/B)   and  East  Cactus  Plain  (5-17):     Alluvial 
deposits  cover  virtually  all  of  the  land  encompassed  by  these 
two  WSAs.     Metallic  mineral  deposits,   if  they  exist  in  this 
area,   are  covered.     Based  on  geologic  mapping  in  adjacent 
regions,   we  believe  that  the  Buckskin  detachment  fault 
underlies  all  of  Cactus  Plain,  and  that  mineral  deposits 
comparable  to  those  at  Swansea  and  Mineral  Hill  could  exist 
beneath  Cactus  Plain.    The  piomosa  detachment  fault  in  the 
northern  Piomosa  Mountains  projects  at  depth  beneath  Cactus 
Plain  and  may  be  correlative  with  the  Buckskin  detachment 
fault.     Mineral  deposits  adjacent  to  this  fault  have  yielded 
346,000   lbs.  of  copper  and  5,000  oz.  of  gold.     The  recently 
discovered  Copperstone  deposit,   located  approximately  12  miles 
south- south  west  of  the  southwest  corner  of  the  Cactus  Plain 
wsa,   is  hosted  by  recks  that  are  similar  to  those  at  Mineral 
Hill  and  lie  above  a  detachment  fault  that  we  suspect  i3  the 
southwestward  continuation  of  the  Buckskin  detachment  fault. 
Cpen-pit  reserves  are  estimated  at  4.0  million  tons  at   0.08  oz. 
gold  per  ton  ore  (Graichen  and  Burton,    1987)  worth  over  100 
million  dollars  at  current  prices.     Deposits  such  as  this  could 
be  present  beneath  Cactus  Plain  in  a  virtually  identical 
geologic  setting. 

Deposits  such  as  Copperstone,  Mineral  Hill,  and  Swansea 
would  probably  be  economic  to  mine  if  they  are  not  too  deeply 
buried  by  surficial  deposits.     Thus,   we  consider  it  to  be 
virtually  impossible  to  make  on  accurate  assessment  of  the 
mineral-resource  potential  of  the  Cactus  Plain  and  East  Cactus 
Plain  WSAs  without  a  depth- to- bed  rock  map.     Such  a  map  could  be 
derived  from  detailed  gravity-survey  data,     we  are  unaware  of 
U.S.G.S.  plans  to  do  such  a  survey.     Areas  where  depth  to 
bedrock  is  estimated  at  less  than   100-200  feel  should,  in  our 
opinion,  be  considered  to  have  moderate  to  high  mineral- 
resource  potential.     Designation  of  the  Cactus  Plain  and  Cactus 
Plain  East  WSAs  as  wilderness  areas,   without  such  a  survey, 
would,  in  our  opinion,  be   irresponsible. 
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aionai  deukmejian 


DATOl   Septera 


24,     1987 


TO;     Mr.    Jack   Mills 

Bureau    of    Land    Management 

2800   Cottage    Way 

Sacramento,    CA    95825 
PKH:     Office  of  Planning  and  Research 
State  Clearinghouse 

RE:      SCH    87081Q21 Draft    EI5,    Yuma    District    Wilderness. 


*a  the  designateo  California  single  Point  of  Contact,  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  12372,  the  Of  tic*  of  Planning  and  Research  transmits  attached  comment* 
an  the  state  Process  Reccomendation. 

Ihis  reccorenoation  is  a  consensus!  no  opposing  cccronts  have  been  received. 
Initiation  of  the  "accomodate  or  explain"  response  by  your  aaencv  Is, 
therefore,  in  effect. 


ling  and  Research 
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GEORGE  DEUKMEJIAN 

GOVERNOR  OF 

CALIFORNIA 


THE  RESOURCES  AGENCY  OF  CALIFORNIA 

SACRAMENTO.  CALIFORNIA 


September   25,    1987 


Hr.    Jack   Hllla 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
2600  Cottage  Way 
Sacramento.    CA  95825 

Dear  Hr.  Hillsi 

The  State  has  reviewed  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement,    Yuma  District 
Wilderness,   submitted  through  the  Office  of  Planning  and  Research. 

The  Department  of  Parka  and  Recreation  consents  that  the  project  would  affect 
Plcacho  State  Recreation  Area   (SRA).  The  report   (page  203)  identifies  extensive 
adverse  impacts  that  would  result   from  designating  the  Little   Plcacho  Peak 
Addition  as  "Bo  Wilderness".     The  area  supports  a  population  of  Nelson  Bighorn 
as  well  as  sensitive  species  of  raptors  and   Toitall  cactus.      It  appears  that 
there  are  no  critical  minerals  in  the  area  to  justify  mining  activities.     There- 
fore, the  Department  recommends  designating  the  area  "All  Wilderness",  which 
would  coincide  with  State   Park  System  values  for  the  protection  of  the  natural 
and   scenic   features. 

The  Department  also  points  out  that  the  Trlgo  Mountains  and  South  Trigo  Moun- 
tains areas  are  within  the  scenic  vlewshed  of  Picacho  SUA.   Therefore,  equipment 
mining,  road  construction,  or  off-road  vehicle  travel  should  be  prohibited   for 
the  reasons  mentioned  above. 

The  Department  of  Transportation  rinds  the  report  adequate  Tor  its  purposes  and 
would  appreciate  receiving  a  copy  or  the  final  report.     The  Department  urges 
early  and  continuous  liaison  with  Caltrans  on  plans  that  may  affect  State 
highways.     Contact  person  is  Morgan  Choate  at   (71*)   383-1233. 

Attached  for  your  consideration   are  comments  that  the  Departments  of  Fish  and 
Game  and  Conservation  have  provided  concerning  this  matter. 


wildlife  habitats. 
>  identifl 
decline  In 


•noiue  luinntj.   Off-road  vehicle  use  and  human  disturbance 
have  been  Identified  in  biological  studies  as  major  causes  of 
-  -*-icline  in  California  and  the  western  United  States, 
we  recommend  the  prohibition  of  vehicle  ao 


tortois 
Therefore 


Tnererore,  we  recommend  the  prohibition  oE  vehicle  access 
except  for  wildlife  management  purposes  in  areas  of  high 
quality  tortoise  habitat  and  limiting  vehicular  use  of  other 
areas  which  support  tortoise  habitat. 

In  conclusion,  and  in  order  to  assure  that  our  concerns  are 
properly  understood,  we  recommend  that  a  meeting  be  scheduled 
Drior  to  BLM's  finalization  of  the  Draft  EIS.   Such  a  meeting 
should  be  attended  by  the  BLM  representatives  and  Department 
biologists  who  are  knowledgeable  about  the  issues  described  in 
this  letter.   To  arrange  such  a  meeting,  please  contact  Fred 
worthley,  Reqional  Manager  of  Region  5,  at  245  W.  Broadway,  Suite 
350,  Long  Beach,  CA  90802-4467  or  by  telephone  at  (213)  590-5113. 


£.   Pete  Bonti 

Acting  Director 


_^wi^  T>fp*^^- 


-  Gordon  F,  Snow,  Ph.D 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Resources 


Attachments  (2) 
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Memorandum 


To   i  Honorable  Gordon  K.  Van  Vleck 
Secretary  for  Resources 
141*  Ninth  Street 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Attnt   Gordon  F.  Snow,  Ph.D. 
Projects  Coordinator 

From     t     Dvportnxnr  ol  Fnh  and  Gam* 


September    16 ,    1987 


tOOtrtCK  AGB+CY  i*  UU0OMA 


SEP  24  1987 

Yuma  District 
wilderness  EIS 
SCH  187081021 


Sub»*,!  Draft  Yuma  District  Wilderness  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS), 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  -  SCH  B7081021 


Department  of  Fish  and  Game  (Department)  biologists  familiar  with  the 
Yuma  area  have  reviewed  the  proposed  Wilderness  Program  for  portions 
of  Imperial,  Riverside,  and  San  Bernardino  counties  in  California. 
Our  general  commeqts'  and  recommendations  on  the  Wilderness  Program 
and  specific  comments  on  some  Wilderness  Study  Areas  (WSAs)  are  the 
following: 


ii1 

3 


Paqe  3,  Table  1-2:   Add  burro  management  for  the  Whipple 
Mountains  WSA. 

Paoe  ° ,  Table  2-1,  Big  Maria  Mountains  (Northern  and  Southern 
Addition):   This  area' should  be  designated  as  Priority 
Wildlife  Habitat  for  burro  mule  deer.   These  animals  have  made 
a  remarkable  comeback  within  the  past  three  or  four  years  and 
thus  deserve  special  recognition. 

paqe  104,  Table  3-1,  Mammals:   Delete  desert  bighorn  sheep 
status  which  is  incorrectly  shown  as  "rare"  in  California,  and 

move  it  from  the  "Birds'  to  "Mammals"  group. 

The  Department  has  a  15-year  plan  to  relocate  and  reintroduce 
desert  bighorn  sheep  back  into  suitable  historic  rangeB  that 
include  the  Oead  Mountains,  Chemehuevt  Mountains,  and  Big 
Maria  Mountains  WSAs.   The  document  must  recognize  that  this 
program  should  not  be  hindered  by  restrictions  on  vehicle 
access.   It  will  be  necessary  to  perform  activities  similar  to 
those  allowed  to  ranchers  and  livestock  operators  and  to 
accomplish  limited  improvements  and  possibly  perform  habitat 
developments  to  further  the  objective  of  the  reintroduction 
plan.   A  statement  should  be  added  to  the  eection  "Basic 
Assumptions"  on  Page  153  to  allow  vehicle  access  to  accomplish 
our  stated  objectives. 

We  find  the  document  to  be  deficient  in  its  treatment  of  the 
desert  tortoise  in  California.   Other  than  noting  that 
suitable  habitat  exists  in  several  of  the  WSAs  there  is  little 
in  the  way  of  any  recognition  of  the  plight  of  this  species. 
Proper  recognition  could  be  achieved  by  classifying  areas 
containing  suitable  tortoise  habitat  as  priority 


j't  W  wrffamta 


Memorandum 

T„   ,   Dr.  Gordon  F.  SnoM 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Resources 

Jack  Hills 

U.S.  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

2800  Cottage  Nay 

Sacramento,  CA   95825 

From  Depart  man)  of  Carnarvation — Offira  of  I  ha  On  aero* 


The  Department  of  Conservation,  Division  of  nines  and  Geology, 
has  reviewed  the  DEIS,  Yuma  District  Wilderness.  We  have  the 
following  comments. 

The  Division  of  Mines  and  Geology  (DMG)  has  been  engaged  in 
mineral  land  classification  Cor  a  number  of  years  and  has 
developed  expertise  in  the  field,   Mineral  land  classification 
has  taken  place  within  the  Yuma  District  Wilderness  Area  and 
should  be  recognized  by  land  use  planners.  These  are  areas  that 
possess  favorable  characteristics  indicative  of  possible  ore 
deposits  or  of  large  bodies  of  potentially  useful  industrial 
minerals,  such  as  carbonate  rocks.   Further  work  to  confirm  the 
presence  or  absence  of  ore  deposits  would  most  logically  be  done 
by  the  mineral  Industry,  but  this  would  be  done  only  if  mining 
is  not  categorically  excluded  by  lead  agencies.   Changes  in 
commodity  availability  and  prices  and  concurrent  changes  in 
mining  and  refining  technology  can  render  heretofore  unlikely 
deposits  valuable,  and  even  vital  for  the  continued  well  being 
of  domestic  industry  and  national  economic  health  in  general. 
The  principle  of  multiple  use  is  well  established  and  is  evident 
in  your  draft  report. 

We  are  including  some  current  references  on  mineral  land 
classification.   These  include  older  references  that  should  ba 
of  value  to  an  understanding  of  the  geologic  and  mining  history 
of  the  area. 

If  you  have  any  questions  regarding  these  comments,  please 
contact  Zoe  McCrea,  Division  of  Mines  and  Geology,  Environmental 
Review  Officer,  at  (916)  322-2562. 


A-^-°v 


i  Coordinator 


DJO:ZM:dlw 
04118 

OOI  Zoe  McCrea,  Division  of  Mines  and  Geology 
E,  Kiessling,  Division  of  Mines  and  Geology 
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Dr.  Gordon  P.  Sn<.-« 
Jack  Hiilc 
Page  Two 


Kohler,  S.L.  Loyd.  R-C.  and  Burnett,  J.L.,  19BS  Mineral  land 
cleGEitication  -  northeast  quarter  of  Needles  1x2  degree 
quadrangle,  Ean  Bernardino  County,  California:   California 
Department  of  Conservation  Division  of  Mines  and  Geology 
Open-file  Report  85-16  SAC. 


Morton,  P.K. 
County,  i 


1977,  Geology  and  Mineral  resources  of  Imperial 
\:      CDMG  Co.  Report. 


ul,  R.B.,  and  others  1968,  Map  of  Riverside  County  showing 
Mines  and  Mineral  resources:  CDMG  Open-File  Release  66-7 
(Scale  1:250,000), 
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5T«TE  OfCAU 


CALIFORNIA  REGIONAL  WATER  QUALITY  CONTROL  BOARD 
COLORADO  RIVER  BASIN    •     REGION  7 

Tt-271  HIGHWAY  in.  sum  11 

fMM   MSERT.   CALIFORNIA   9M60 
Hvomi  (619)  3*4-7491 


August   26,   1987 


Slate  Clearinghouse 

1400  Tenlli  Street,  Room  1Z1 

Sacramento,  CA     95814 


Attn:  Keith  Lee 


Re:     State    Clearinghouse    167081021,    Draft    Yuma    District    Wilderness    Environmental 
Impact  Statement 

The  Regional  Board  staff  has  reviewed  the  subject  draft,  dated  August  1987.     At  this 
time,  this  office  does  not  have  any  comments  to  offer. 

If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact  me  at  (G19)  346-7491. 


^aAk 


UaM-  &]/- 


SHASI  KUMAR 
Staff  Engin 


District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,   Yuma   District  Office 
Jack  Mills,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Sacramento 
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3iVEmDE  county 


November  30,   1987 


Mr.  J.  Darwin  Snell,  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Yuma  District  Office 
P.  0.  Box  5680 
Yuma,  Arizona  85365 


Dear  Mr.  Snell: 


Draft  Yuma  District  Wilderness 
Environmental    Impact  Statement 


The  Riverside  County  Planning  Department  staff  has  reviewed  the  above 
referenced  projects  and  has  no  comments  to  offer  at  this  time. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  this  Draft  Environmental    Impact 
Statement.      If  you  have  any  questions,  please  call  me  at  (714)   787-1289. 

Very  truly  yours, 

RIVERSIDE  COUNTY  PLANNING  DEPARTMENT 
Roger  S.   Streeter  -   Planning   Director 


Patrick  Clarke  -  Assistant  Plani 


4080  LEMON  STREET.  9'"  FLOOB  46-209  OASIS  STREET,  ROOM  304 

RIVERSIDE,  CALIFORNIA  92501  INDIO.  CALIFORNIA  92201 

(714)787.8181  (619)342-8277 
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SHUTE,   MIHALY  6   WEINBERGER. 

ra  at  law 

S  STkEtT 


November  18,  1987 


J.  Darwin  Snell,  District  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Yuma  District  Office 

3150  Winsor  Avenue 

P.O.  Box  5680 

Yuma,  A2   85365 


Re:   Draft  Yuma  District  Wlldernean  Bis 
Dear  Mr.  Snell: 


These  comments  on  the  Yuma  District  Wilderness 
Draft  EIS  are  submitted  on  behalf  of  the  Colorado  River 
Indian  Tribes. 

Big  Maria  Mountains  northern  and  Southern  Additions 

The  Tribes  strongly  object  to  BLM's  proposal  not 
to  designate  the  Big  Marias  Northern  and  Southern  Additions 
as  wilderness  areas.   Both  of  these  areas  are  highly 
appropriate  for  wilderness  designation.   BLM's  failure  to 
propose  wilderness  designation  for  these  areas  reflects 
fundamental  errors  in  Judgment  and  process, 

As  the  EIS  points  out,  there  are  at  least  fourteen 
National  Register  quality  sites  in  the  southern  Addition, 
which  is  considered  to  have  "an  extremely  high  cultural 
resource  value,"  and  the  Northern  Addition  also  has  high 
cultural  resource  potential.   The  EIS  also  notes  that  both 
areas  remain  relatively  untarnished  by  evidence  of  human 
activities,  and  that  the  areas  provide  crucial  habitat  for 
both  bighorn  sheep  and  other  sensitive  wildlife  species. 

The  BLM  apparently  excludes  these  areas  from 
wilderness  consideration  only  because  the  adjoining 
wilderness  study  areas  In  the  Desert  District  were  not 
proposed  for  wilderness  designation  by  that  District  in  its 
1980  plan.   The  Desert  District  Plan  was  prepared  before 
virtually  all  of  the  key  information  on  the  unique 
significance  of  the  cultural  resources  In  the  Big  Marias 
came  to  light.   The  Yuma  District's  own  Big  Maria  Cultural 
Resource  Management  Plan,  prepared  in  1984,  makes  this 
clear.   At  the  time  the  Desert  District  prepared  its  plan, 
the  Yuma  District  CHMP,  the  comprehensive  Inventory  by  Jay 
tlqatlons  of  the  Bio  Ha^la  Mountains 


von  Werlhof 


J.  Darwin  Snell 
November  18,  1987 
Page  2 

Archaeological  District  (1982)),  other  inventories  related 
to  the  proposed  River  City  development,  and  Inventories  by 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the  CRIT  Museum  (Haxon  and 
Lamb,  1984]  all  had  not  occurred.   Nor  had  a  large  number  of 
sites  in  the  area  yet  been  nominated  for  inclusion  on  the 
National  Register  by  the  Native  American  Heritage  Commission 
of  California  (November  1982). 

Now  that  the  unique  cultural  significance  of  the 
area  is  beyond  doubt,  It  is  especially  important  that  the 
Yuma  District  protect  the  two  proposed  Big  Maria  wilderness 
areas.   In  addition,  the  Yuma  District  should  present  all  of 
the  cultural  Information  that  has  come  to  light  on  the  area 
to  the  Desert  District,  and  work  with  the  Desert  District  to 
Jointly  propose  a  Big  Maria  wilderness  area.   To  simply 
reject  the  Yuma  District  proposed  wilderness  areas  on  the 
grounds  that  the  Desert  District  seven  years  earlier 
rejected  wilderness  proposals  in  the  area,  without  access  to 
crucial  information  which  has  since  been  developed,  is 
Inexcusable.   As  the  Tribes  have  emphasized  time  and  again 

i  their  comments  on  BLM  plans  in  this  area,  the  Desert 
District  and  the  Yuma  District  must  coordinate  their 
activities  and  plans  In  the  area.   The  lack  of  coordination 
between  the  two  districts  Is  seriously  harming  the  area's 
resources. 

i 

In  addition  to  the  lack  of  coordination  between 
the  two  districts,  a  second  reason  for  the  District's 
failure  to  propose  the  Big  Harlas  areas  for  wilderness 
designation  seems  to  be  a  disregard  for  cultural  resources, 

Lse  that  cultural  resources  are  less  deserving  of 
wilderness  protection  than  are  natural  scenic  and  wildlife 

aloes.   This  Implied  policy  Is  evident  by  the  lack  of 
attention  given  to  cultural  resources  throughout  the 
Wilderness  EIS.   The  Tribes  take  strong  exception  to  this 
policy.   The  cultural  resources  In  the  Big  Marias,  Including 
Intaglios,  petroglyphs,  plctographs,  dance  circles,  trails, 
shrines,  and  other  features  and  artifacts,  are  without  equal 
In  the  United  States. 

As  the  former  Yuma  District  Kanager,  H,  M.  Bruce, 
:t,  the  lands  In  and  around  the  Big  Marias  Southern 


Addition 

"possess 


of  a  kind  archaeological  valu 


J.  Darwin  Snell 
November  IB,  1987 
Page  3 

interconnecting  network  of  sites  and  that  the  total 
area,  which  would  include  the  well  known  Blythe 
Intaglios  some  distance  to  the  north,  mav  be  one  of  ,t;he 
most  important  .archaeological  complexes  of  Its  type 
known  to  modern  man." 
(Feb.  6,  1980  letter  from  H.  M.  Bruce  to  Riverside  County 
Planning  Commission  concerning  proposed  River  City 
development;  emphasis  added. )    Subsequently,  a  complete 
Inventory  of  the  area  was  performed  as  recommended  by  the 
District  Manager.   The  author  of  that  Inventory,  Jay  von 
Werlhof,  concluded: 

"The  Big  Maria  Archaeological  District  is  one  of  the 
most  concentrated  prehstoric  art  areas,  displaying  both 
rock  and  earthen  art,  in  the  Greater  Southwest. 

"The  entire  district  deserves  protection  and 
preservation  as  not  only  a  significant  site  to 
prehistoric  peoples,  but  one  that  is  also  significant 
to  living  peoples  today." 

(Investigations  of  the  Big  Maria  Mountains  Archaeological 

District  (1982),  pp.  409,  413.1 

Wilderness  area  designation  is  one  of  the  few 
tools  available  to  protect  fragile  cultural  resources  from 
destruction.   It  is  Imperative  that  the  Yuma  and  Desert 
Districts  give  those  resources  the  full  protection  that  they 
deserve. 

Cactus  Plain  Wilderness  Area 

The  Tribes  strongly  object  to  the  District's 
proposal  to  eliminate  6,035  acres  of  the  Cactus  Plain  area 
from  proposed  wilderness  designation.   In  particular,  the 
Tribes  object  to  the  District's  proposal  to  transfer  much  of 
that  land  to  the  state,  which  would  In  turn  make  some  of  the 
land  available  for  development  of  a  new  Parker  townsita. 
Development  of  a  town  in  the  southwest  corner  of  the  WSA 
would  almost  certainly  destroy  the  wilderness  value  of  all 
or  most  of  the  remaining  Cactus  Plain  wilderness  area.   The 
air  quality,  water  quality,  and  natural  values  of  the  Cactus 
Plain  area  all  would  be  seriously  harmed  by  adjacent  urban 
development.   It  would  be  only  a  matter  of  time  before 
Cactus  Plain  would  no  longer  be  a  viable  wilderness  area. 

For  these  reasons,  the  Tribes  urge  the  District  to 
Include  the  entire  WSA  (except  perhaps  a  narrow  corridor  to 
accommodate  the  proposed  transmission  line)  as  a  proposed 


J.  Darwin  Snell 
November  IB,  1987 
Page  4 

wilderness  area,  and  terminate  plans  to  transfer  some  of  the 
Cactus  Plain  lands  to  the  State  for  urban  development. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  the 
Draft  Yuma  District  Wilderness  EIS. 


Very  truly  your 
Alletta  d'A.  Belln 


N  l)JL~ 


Elliott  Booth 

BUI  La  veil 

Mark  Weinberger 

BLM  Desert  District  Manager 

BLM  California  State  Director 


these  Bites  are  vulnerable  and  extremely  fragile.  .  . 
[0]ur  archaeologists  are  of  the  opinion  that  a  full  and 
complete  professional  inventory  may  reveal  and 
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Jia  ^az  County  JBoaro  of  j&uperuiBora 

1301  ARIZONA  AVENUE,  SUITE  4 

POST  OFFICE  BOX  C 

PARKER,  ARIZONA  DM 

(6011  669-6115 


20  November  1987 


Mr.  J.  Darwin  Snell 
District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Yuma  District  Office 
Post  Office  Box  5680 
Yuma,  Arizona   85365 

Dear  Mr.  Snell: 

Re:   6500  (YDO) 


The  Draft  Yuma  District  Wilderness  Environmental  Impact  State- 
ment affects  208,950  acres  with  the  proposed  action  of  1«9,055 
acres  being  designated  as  "wilderness."  The  proposed  119,055 
acres  designation  of  "wilderness"  is  more  acreage  than  the 
total  privately  owned  lands  in  La  Paz  County.   The  total  pri- 
vately owned  lands  in  1963  was  140,571  acres.   However, 
municipal  ownership  has  taken  25,686  acres  as  "water  Tarns" 
to  transport  the  groundwater  to  Phoenix  and  the  surrounding 
areas. 

La  Paz  County  provides  more  than  1,000  acres,  and  plus  or  minus 
100  miles  of  waterway  for  the  Central  Arizona  Project  Canal  for 
the  delivery  of  Colorado  River  water  to  Maricopa,  Pinal  3rd  Pima 
Counties.   La  Paz  County  does  not,  however,  benefit  from  this 
major  project.   The  Central  Arizona  Project  Canal  will  be  used 
to  transport  our  groundwater,  a  non-renewable  resource.   The 
groundwater  basins  that  are  affected  are  thp  Butler  Valley  basin 
McMullen  Valley  basin  and  the  Ranegras  Plain  basin.   One  of  our 
concerns  is,  what  effect  will  the  pumping  of  groundwater  from 
these  basins  have  on  surrounding  Federal,  State  and  privately 
|  owned  lands? 


Bur 


J.  Darwin  Snell 

au  of  Land  Management 


mber  20,  1987 
Page  Two 


The  proposed  "partial  wilderness"  designation  In  the  Gibraltar 
Mountain,  Planet  Peak  and  East  Cactus  Plain  areas  will  limit 
the  new  power  lines  to  be  built  and  will  erode  the  tax  base  of 
La  Paz  County.   The  designation  of  the  Cactus  Plain  and  Trigo 
Mountains  areas  in  "partial  wilderness"  would  severely  limit 
the  development  of  the  mineral  resources  in  the  area,  again, 
further  eroding  the  tax  base.   The  Swansea  area  is  visited 
regularly  by  tourists.   Since  our  Agricultural  economy  has 
decreased  by  735,  tourism  is  the  major  economic  source  of  the 
County.   Tourism  must  be  enhanced  rather  than  restricted. 

Due  to  the  arid  and  hot  climate  in  these  areas,  the  designation 
Of  "partial  wilderness"  would  limit  the  amount  of  people  and 
the  type  of  people  that  would  be  able  to  enjoy  these  lands. 
During  the  winter  months,  our  heavy  influx  of  visitors  are 
people  that  are  retired  and  in  an  age  group  ranging  from  50  to 
75  years  of  age. 

La  Paz  County  is  opposed  to  any  designation  of  "wilderness"  in 
the  Draft  Yuma  District  Wilderness  Environmental  Impact 
Statement.   Please  give  these  comments  consideration  In  the 
decision-making  process  that  follows. 

I  would  like  to  thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  express  the 
views  of  La  Paz  County, 


tSe,t 
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Arizona  Chemical  Co. 


fOW"  7703.»<OCNlX.AI«lON*aaOI  I,  USA. 


November  19,  1987 


District  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Yuma  District  Office 

3150  Winsor  Avenue 

P.O.  Box  56B0 

Yuma,  AZ    S536S 


Re:   Wilderness  Environmental  Impact  Statement 


On  behalf  of  the  KLF  Trusts  and  Arizona  Chemical  Company,  we 
object  to  the  proposed  declaration  of  wilderness  area  in  the 
Gibraltor  Mountain  and  Planet  Peak  areas. 

Our  objections  are  based  on  the  amount  of  land  to  be  inclu- 
ded, which  is  far  excessive  for  the  purpose  intended  in 
declaring  a  wilderness  management  area. 

(1)  It  will  seriously  deprive  the  public  of  the  opportunity 
of  development  of  minerals  known  to  be  in  the  area 
which  are  necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

(2)  It  would  limit  access  to  the  mineral  properties  held  by 


There  is  more  than  sufficient  area  already  designated 
as  wilderness  area  in  the  general  proximity  of  the 

proposed  wilderness  areas  which  permit  animal  and 
fauna  development  and  human  enjoyment. 

This  proposal  will  remove  a  substantial  part  of  the 
land  area  of  La  Paz  County  which  may  lend  itself  to 
further  development  and  thereby  give  La  Pal  County  and 
the  state  of  Arizona  a  tax  base  resulting  from  these 

developments. 


You  consideration  of  this  point  of  view  will  be  appre 
Sincerely, 

ARIZONA    CHEMICAL   COMPANY 


listed. 


Frederick   E.    Kallof       7> 
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Gabb  Mining  Co. 


ISM  COPPER  LANE 

LAKE  HAVASU  CITY.  ARIZONA  86403 


November  19,   1987 


(602)8554777 


District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Yuma  District  Office 
3150  Vinsor  Avenue 
P.O.  box  5680 
Yuma,  Arizona  85365 

ke:  EIS  draft,  Yuma,  Arizona 

Dear  District  Manager: 

the  UUUomia  and  Arizona  deaerto,  and  have  been  doing  a  fine  1ob      I  sea  no 
JS5,£""'"t  .°.EL5*  »"«=»«»  on  the  u«  of  our  daaert.      L^l£  r«- 
££?i££  fSL^01011  t0  """"«  thB  *>«*».  «««  «U  alio.  utijenTlnd 
users  some  zreedom  of  movement. 

Si,f?!Sdf'ti<SJh;  """^  St*MS  *"  "*"  th"t  °°  lmdo  »"'  "Ineral  potential 
SfSfclK  ?%*?  S  "  "?"««>  ""demea.  Study  area  and  that  the  Xr.1  right, 
to  public  land  should  not  be  restricted.     I  agree  iiu,  that  statement 

L.SEiJ'SuS  suf!»rt,'»4"Pl«  ™e  of  public  lands  vith  mineral  potential,  I  feal 
strongly  that public  lands  vith  mineral  potential  should  be  excludedfra  wide? 
ness  designated  areas.  wl 

St"f  dl  EK  P?98  ?r  "^  «ny  decision  that  will  restrict  use  of  the  desert,  or 
put  any  Public  Law  into  effect  that  will  restrict  multiple  use  of  ftjblicTsnda? 

Thank  you  for  your  time. 


Sincerely ,  -  _, 

Naomi  S.  Gilbertson  O 
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MaiUntAddrtii: 
f.  0,  Bu  713 

Ehrentot  Ariioni  ISJJ4 


Mission  Minerals  Group,  Inc. 

CIBOLA,  ARIZONA 
October  22,  1987 


J.  Darwin  Snell,  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Vuma  Oist. 
3150  Windsor  Rue.  P.O.  Box  5G80 
Vuma  Ax  65365 


Dear  Mr.    Snell: 


Robert  L.  Willi*™.  )r. 

t*mt  J14-MHI3 

)*ilO.Ski«l 
rlMM  tt»-MMtTl 

rfgzy  L.  RfMhT 

!   Vuma  Diet  EIS 
Ulldernees  Draft,    e-8? 
Trigo   Mtns..    La   Paz   Co.„A2 
Area  5-238 


Mission   Hlnerals   Group.     Inc.     Is   an   Arizona   corporation   holding   several 
mining  (lode)  claims    in   the    Trigo  Mining  District   which  may  be  affected 
by   the  proposed  northern  boundary  of    the  above -cap t i oned  Ulldernees 
Study  Area. 

Mission  has  expended  much   time,    research  and  monies   In   the  early  stages 
of  preparing    the  old     Hart   Mine  Area'    for  an  economic  mining   revival   and 
has  subsequently     anchored      the  southern  boundaries  of  our  claims  along 
the  projected  east-west  survey   line  separating  Townships    1    South  and  2 
South,    Rge.    23  Uest.    Ve  did   this  based  upon  our  understanding   from  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation   that    their   'withdrawn'    lands  did  not  extend  north- 
ward Into  Township   1    South;    thuely  we  have   attempted  no  claim  proceed- 
ings south  of  said  line. 

This   letter  will,    hopefully,    explain  our  position.    Ue  believe    that  our 
lode  claims   in  section  36-T1S-R23U  are  economically  viable    for    the  pro- 
duction of  gold,   with  minor  associated  silver,   and  that  said  viability 
rests  upon  the  claim  boundaries,    as   staked,    and  as    recorded  yith   the 
B.L.M.    and   the  County  of  La  Paz,    In  Parker. 

Therefore   let    this   letter   suffice  as  appeal    to  you  and  your  office   to 
adjust  your   proposed  northeastern  boundary  corner  southward  approximate- 
ly |   to  Jj  mile  so  as   to  not  extend  into  Township  i  South.    Indeed,   you 
may  agree   that   said  adjustment  will    conform   that   portion  of  section   1 
even  more  closely  with   the  boundary   line    in  section  2   (see  color-coded 
maps  attached;   and   thus    lead   to  an  even  more  secure  Ulldernees. 

Color  Codes:         1.)  North  Boundary-Study  Area  5-23B  flBV 

2.)    Current,  Proposed  Boundary j'"  ™ 

3.)   Recommended  Adjusted  Boundary  


Respectfully  Submitted, 

MISSION   MINERALS  GROUP, 

P.O.    BOX  783 

EHRENBERG.    ARI20NA      85334 


President-Geologist 
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Santa  Fe  Paciiac  hailroad  Company 


6200  Upiown  Blvd  NE,  Suile  400 

Box  Z7019 

Albuquerque.  New  Mexico  87125 

50S/B81-3O5O 


November  16,   1987 


Mr.   J.   Darwin   Snell 
District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.  0.   Box  5680 
Yuma,   Arizona     8S365 

Dear  Mr.  Snell: 

This  letter  Is  In  response  to  your  request  for  comments  on  the 
Draft  Wilderness  Environmental    Impact  Statement   (EIS)  for  the  Yuma  District. 
This  letter  will  augment  our  comments  which  were  submitted  to  the  public 
hearing  1n  Phoenix,  Arizona  on  September  29,   1987.     These  comments  contain 
specific  details  regarding  the  high  mineral   potential  exhibited  In  five  of 
the  WSA's   (Crossman  Peak,  Mohave  Wash,  Gibraltar  Mountain,  Planet  Peak,  and 
Swansea)  In  which  Santa  Fe  Pacific  owns  some  112,000  acres  of  reserved 
mineral   Interests. 

The  enclosures  contain  a  summary  of  the  mineral  potential  of 
each  of  the  five  WSA's,  as  well  as  summaries  for  specific  mines  and  mineral 
prospects  within  each  WSA,     This  information  was  developed  as  a  result  of 
field  work  by  our  staff  and  by  geologists  under  contract  to  our  affiliate, 
Santa  Fe  Mining,   Inc..  and  Included  extensive  literature  searches  and 
detailed  Interpretation  of  computer-processed  Landsat  images.     Each  of 
these  WSA's  has  been  the  scene  of  historic  mineral  exploration  and  extraction 
for  the  past  century.     Our  review  of  the  geologic  facts  concerning  the 
mineral  potential  of  these  WSA's   indicates  that  there  Is  a  high  potential 
for  economic  mineral   deposits  to  exist  in  each  WSA.     The  high  economic 
potential   coupled  with  the  presence  of  our  extensive  reserved  mineral 
interests  leads  us  to  conclude  that  each  of  these  five  WSA's  must  not  be 
recommended  for  further  wilderness  study,  and  should  be  returned  to  multiple 
use  as  soon  as  possible. 

The  8LM  now  has  three  wilderness  EIS's  for  northwestern  Arizona 
In  either  final   or  draft  form.     These  are  Upper  Sonoran,  Yuma,  and  Arizona 
Mohave.     It  appears  that  BLM  is  taking  a  quantitative  approach  to  wilderness 
recommendations  rather  than  a  responsible  and  well   reasoned  qualitative 
approach  that  would  result  1n  truly  exceptional  areas  being  designated  as 
wilderness.     BLM's  quantitative  approach  has  resulted  1n  a  multitude  of 
very  similar  areas,  with  few  1f  any  features  to  distinguish  one  from  another, 
being  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness.     Such  recommendations  in  this 
highly  mineralized  area  would  prove  devastating  to  any  future  mining  activity, 
as  well   as  to  our  company's  ability  to  enjoy  the  free  and  unfettered  exercise 
of  our  private  property  rights. 
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Mr.  H.  Darwin  Snell 
November   16,    1987 
Page  -2- 

Santa  Fe  Pacific  will  concur  with  BLH's  conclusion  that  some 
form  of  added  protection  should  be  given  to  areas  of  riparian  habitat  along 
the  Bill  Williams  River.     However,  this  protection  should  be  1n  a  multiple 
use  status  of  some  sort  which  falls  short  of  wilderness  designation,  such 
as  the  protection  designated  for  the  Gila  Box  In  the  Safford  District.     To 
further  this  end,  Santa  Fe  Pacific  suggests  an  exchange  of  mineral  estates 
which  would  eliminate  our  mineral   ownership  along  the  Bill  Williams  River 
In  the  Swansea  WSA.     Santa  Fe  Pacific  offers  for  exchange  its  mineral   estates 
in  Section  31,  TUN,  R15W,  and  Sections  5  and  9,  T10N,  R15W.     This  exchange 
of  mineral  estates  would  be  for  federal  mineral  estates  In  areas  of  similar 
resource  character  and  mineral  potential  within  Arizona. 

Thank  you   for  the  opportunity  to  comment. 

Best   regards, 


GeorgeJ.  ByffA 
D1rector-Pub\jJ  Affairs 


SWANSEA  WSA 


The  Swansea  WSA  contains  twenty-four  full  or  partial  sections  of 
Santa  Fe  Pacific  fee  mineral s  within  its  boundaries.  Several 
shafts,  adits,  and  prospect  pits  are  known  to  exist  within  and 
adjacent  to  the  WSA. 

Exploration  Research   Associates   recommended  the  Swansea  H1ne 

Copper/Iron  Prospect  for  evaluation  1n  their  Phase  II  recommend- 
ation for  Mohave  and  Yuma  Counties.  The  Swansea  Mine  located  in 
Section  32,  T10N,  R15W  and  lying  outside  the  WSA  has  produced 
100,000  tons  of  ore  averaging  4S  copper  between  19)5-1937. 
Reserves  on  the  order  of  4  million  tons  averaging  II  copper  are 
estimated  to  remain  on  the  property. 


the  WSA  appear  to  be 
geologic  condi  ti  ons . 
their  conclusions  as 


Potential  for  similar  deposits  to  exist 
strong  due   to   the   presence   of   simila 
Exploration  Research  Associates  summed  i 
follows: 

Copper  mineralization  in  the  Swansea  area  is 
located  along  a  low-angle  normal  ("detachment") 
fault  that  separates  lower-plate  Precambrian 
mylonltic  gneiss  from  upper-plate  rocks  consisting 
of  Tert1ary(?)  marble-breccia  and  phyllite.   A 
similar  occurrence  for  copper  mineralization  is 
found  at  the  nearby  Planet  Mine.   Ore  has  been 
found  in  three  different  occurrences  parallel 
to  and  along  the  "detachment"  fault.  Including 
[1)  a  footwall  ore  zone;  (2)  a  marble  replacement 
orebody;  (3)  a  concentration  of  ore  1n  the  upper- 
plate  schistose  rocks.   The  largest  orebody 
occurs  in  the  footwall  zone  at  or  just  above  the 
"detachment"  fault.   Specularite  and  chalcopyrlte 
are  present  as  open  space  fillings  and  veins  1n 
the  heavily  faulted  and  crushed  area  along  the 
"detachment"  fault.   The  highest-grade  ore  occurs 
as  massive  sulfides  and  oxides  in  the  marble 
breccia  while  the  lowest-grade  ore  was  found  in 
the  contact  zone  between  the  marble  breccia  and 
overlying  schistose  rocks.   Ore  minerals  in 
decreasing  order  of  abundance  include  chal copyri te , 
Specularite,  pyrite,  sphalerite,  manganese 
oxides,  and  galena.   Also  leaf  gold  has  been 
reported  to  occur  in  several  of  the  mines  at 
Swansea.   The  major  gangue  minerals  are  quartz, 
chlorite,  and  epidote. 

Because  of  the  presence  of  favorable  pre  Tertiary  gneissic  rocks, 
favorable  structural  preparation,  and  the  presence  of  known 
neralized  areas  within  and  adjacent  to  the  WSA.  This  area  must 
be  considered  to  exhibit  high  mineral  hosting  potential. 


References  : 
Explorat  i  on 


search  Associates 


GROSSMAN  PEAK  WSA 


The  Grossman  Peak  area  currently  under  consideration  for  wilderness 
status  has  been  the  scene  of  mineral  exploration  and  extraction 
for  the  past  century.   Numerous  shafts,  adits,  and  prospecting 
pits  are  found  within  the  WSA  and  the  potential  for  economic 
mineral  deposits  to  exist  within  the  WSA  must  be  considered  high. 

Light  and  others  (1982)  have  Indicated  a  potential  for  mineral 
deposits  to  exist  within  the  WSA  as  expressed  1n  the  following 
di  rect  quote: 

The  Grossman  Peak  area,  northeast  of  Lake  Havasu 
City,  Arizona,  consists  of  Precambr1an(?)  gneisses 
intruded  by  diorltlc  to  daclttc  dikes.   These 
rocks  are  overlain  by  Tertiary  volcanic  rocks. 
The  area  contains  gold,  silver,  tungsten,  copper, 
lead,  zinc,  barium,  and  molybdenum  occurrences 
which  have  been  prospected  and  mined  Intermittently 
during  the  past  100  years. 

More  than  1000  rock  samples  from  mines  and  prospects 
throughout  the  Crossman  peak  area  were  analyzed  for 
the  base-  and  precious-metal  concentrations.  The 
metal  assays  suggest  a  zonation  from  a  core  of  high 
tungsten  and  copper  values  outward  through  a  zone 
of  high  gold  values,  to  high  silver  and  lead  values, 
and  an  outer  ring  of  high  manganese  values. 
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The  coincident  occurrence  of  Hmonitlc  areas  and 
alteration  zones  together  with  the  apparent  zonation 
of  base  and  precious  metals  1s  similar  to  the  patter. 
associated  with  porphyry-type  mineralization.  We 
hypothesize  the  presence  of  buried  porphyry- type 
mineral  deposits  southeast  of  Crossman  Peak. 


Santa  Fe  Pacific  Minerals  Corporation  currently  owns  the  minerals 
In  fee  under  fourteen  full  or  partial  sectfons  within  the  Crossman 
Peak  WSA. 


References  ; 


Light,  T.D.,  Marsh,  S.D.  and  Raines,  G.L.,  April  1982, 

Mineralization  In  the  Crossman  Peak  Area,  Mohave  Mountains, 
Arizona  (abstract):   78th  Annual  Meeting,  Cordilleran 
Sectton,  Geological  Society  of  America,  Anaheim,  California 
p.  180-181. 


PLANET  PEAK  WSA 


The  Plant  Peak  WSA  contains  within  its  boundaries  seven  sections 
of  Santa  Fe  Pacific  fee  minerals.  Base  and  precious  metals 
occurrences  are  present  within  the  WSA  and  have  been  produced 
from  the  Arizona  Pride  mine. 


Mineralization  1n  this  mine  is  reported  to  be  associated  with 
detachment  faulting  and  occurs  as  veins,  disseminations,  tabul ar 
replacements,  and  breccia  fillings  associated  with  a  thrust  fault 
contact  zone  which  brings  Paleozoic  limestone  over  Precambrian 
metamorphics .  Gold  is  reported  concentrated  near  the  surface  and 
chalcopyrlte  is  reported  at  depth.  Assays  from  the  property  are 
reported  to  run  as  high  as  2.0  oz/ton  gold  and  0.2  oz/ton  silver. 

In  general  the  area  within  the  WSA  1s  underlain  by  Precambrian- 
Laramide  meta-igneous  and  meta-sedimentary  gneissic  rocks  occupy- 
ing the  lower  plate  of  a  detachment  terrane. 

Based  on  the  presence  of  at  least  one  mine,  favorable  host  rocks, 
and  possible  structural  preparation  associated  with  detachment 
faulting,  a  potential  of  high-moderate  would  have  to  be  assigned 
to  most  of  the  acreage  contained  within  this  WSA. 


References : 

Exploration  Research  Associates 
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GIBRALTAR  MOUNTAIN  W5A 


■1th in  fts  boundaries  sixteen 
nerals.   Evidence  of  mining 


The  Gibraltar  Mountain  USA  contair. 

sections  of  Santa  Fa  Pacific  fee 

and  mineral  exploration  can  be  found  within  the  MSA  In 

of  shafts,  underground  workings,  and  prospect  pits.  Four  sections 

two  of  which  are  on  Santa  Fe  Pacific's  mineral  estate,  exhibit 

high  potential   for  hosting  base  or  precious  metals  deposits 


Geologically  the  area  wl 
eastern  two-thirds  which  is  co 
western  onethird  where  pre-Tert 
Deposits  of  base  and  precious 
the  WSA.   These  deposits  are  | 
zones  associated  with  thrust 
Pal eozoi c-Mesozoic  and  Precamb 


the  WSA  can  be  separated  into  the 
'ered  by  Tertiary  basalts  and  the 
iary  metamorphic  rocks  are  exposed, 
metals  have  been  documented  within 
resent  in  fractured  and  breccfated 
faults  in  metamorphic  rocks  of 
■ian  age. 


Assays  from  depo 
gold,  0.6  oz/ton  sil 


ts  within  the  WSA  hav 
and  91  copper. 


Exploration  Research  Associates 


MOHAVE  WASH  WSA 


The  Mohave  Wash  area  currently  under  consi 
status  contains  ninety- four  sections  of  „. 
minerals  within  the  boundaries  of  the  WSA. 

Present  within  the  WSA  is  the  Paloma  Wash  Gold/Silver 
This  prospect  covers  an  area  containing  twenty-nine 
which  exhibit  high  mineral  hosting  potential  for  oreci 
deposits.  Of  these  twenty-nine  sections,  fourteen  fall 
s  mineral  estate. 


Fe  Pacific 


Exploration  Research  Associates  in 
the  Paloma  Wash  Prospect  as  follow 
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The^Paloma  Wash  prospect  is  located  in  the  Bill 

Mountains  of  Southwestern  Mohave  County. 


Th 


rocks 

gneiss  and  gran 


thi 


rea  consist  1 argely  of 
ic  rocks  which  were  folded  and 
»""*vi  yi>  i  sec  uuring  late  Precambrian  time   This 
crystalline  complex  was  deformed  during  Miocene 
time  by  intrusion  of  dike  swarms  and  by  disten- 
sion on  systems  of  low-angte  normal  faults    The 
lowangle  faulting  has  superposed  mylonitic  and 
calaclastic  fabrics  on  the  older  crystalline 
rocks,  and  locally  has  placed  late-Tertiary  vol- 
canic rocks  and  sediments  in  fault  contact  with 
the  underlying  metamorphic  rocks.   This  structural 
fabric  has  also  controlled  widespread  alteration 
and  precious  and  base  metal  mineralization  simi- 
lar to  that  found  in  the  "detachment"  terrane  of 
the  Whipple,  Buckskin,  -and  Rawhide  Mountains. 

Within  the  Paloma  Wash  area,  a  major  northwest 
trending ,  gently  dipping  fault  zone  separates 
probable  upper-plate  undifferentiated  metamorphic 
rocks  to  the  southwest  from  probable  lower-plate 
gneisses  to  the  northeast. 


Sampl  es  f  roin 
R17W  assayed 
0.26  oz/ton  s 


workings  in  Section  26,  T12N, 
gh  as  0.038  oz/ton  gold  and 
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TANENET  MINING  COMPANY,  INC. 

Administrative  Office 

341  Dean  Street 

West  Chester,  PA    19352 


December  1,  1987 


District  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Yuma  District  Office 

3150  winaoc  Avenue 

P.O.  Box  5680 

Yuma,  Ariiona    85365 

Dear  Sic: 

On  October  2B,  1986,  the  enclosed  letter  was  written  and 
submitted  explaining  our  position  as  a  mining  concern 
regard  Co  the  Yuma  District  Resource  Management  Plan 
According  to  your  "Draft,  Wilderness  Environmental  Impact 
Statement,"  released  in  August  of  1987,  over  sixty  percen 
of  the  land  was  reported  as  suitable  for  wilderness. 


th 


Please  accept  this  letter 
that  accompany  the  wilder 
posed  in  that  draft. 


LWF/na 
Enclosure 


as  protest  against  the  restrict! 
J33  suitability  programs  pro- 


Sincerely, 


TAflSNST  NININO  COMPAKY,  IMC. 
Administrative  Office 
341  Dean  Street 
•Teat  Cheater,  *A  19382 


October  28,  1986 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

3189  Sweetwater  Avenue 

I*ke  Havaau  City,  Arizona  86403 

Attention:   Bill  Carter.  Teaa  Leader 

Dear  Mr.  Carter: 

.tud,  «..,,  ln  particular  thoa.  b.lag  SoaiuotSi  «™g;.„„ 
I  »111  not  b.  able  to  attend  jour  open  Hon..  «t  th. 

l.tt.r  .1th  .,  ooma.nt.  In  lln.  of  «j  per.oaal  .tt.Sd.ac.! 
Protection  of  oup  national  reaourcea,  la  eT.ry  American'. 

rich  In  IlTir   5S "al  ———   ••  ml.     Croaeman  Peai  1,     P 

a.r  .lth  coal,  oil,  and  natural  gag  for  her  furnaces  n£i. 

mlfj  »Ii!  ui    5?  our  »«■«■*»  curr.noy  would  harj  no 
aolld  base  and  .ould  aoon  cruabl.  and  b.  ilthout  valu. 

Sjrb.r^.n^*:con^^1r^thThro^1J.dl«.ja?: 
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Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Attention:   Mr.  Bill  Carter 
Page  2 


An  extensive  mineralization  report  conduoted  reoentlj  by 
Thomas  D.  Light,  Sherman  P.  Harsh,  and  Gary  L.  Haines  of  the 
United  States  Geological  Survey  has  conclusively  proven 
the  long-tine  aocunptlon  that  the  Grossman  Peak  arsa  oontalns 
"a  sons  of  high  gold  values,  to  high  silver  and  lead  values, 
and  an  outer  ring  of  high  monganeae  values." 

Mining  has  always  been  an  integral  part  of  the  history  of 
Crossnan  Peak,  dating  back  to  the  early  1860s,  before  the 
enactment  of  the  1872  nlnlng  laws,  and  was  again  active  as 
recent  aa  1933-   Gold  mining  was  prohibited  during  World  Vac  II 
but  after  the  War  a  resurgence  of  claims  wers  filed  and  sons 
worked  productively,   there  is  currently  one  patented  mining 
claim  In  existence  on  Croesman. 

A  now  awareness  of  the  impact  of  mining  on  our  wilderness 
arsas  has  now  arisen  and  must  be  addressed,   these  questions 
involve  the  rlaual  and  nolss  levsl  disturbances  that  may  occur 
along  with  reclalaatloa  of  the  land  after  mining  operations 
have  taken  place. 

Aa  the  major  portion  of  mining  operations  conduoted  in  the 
Cro soman  Peak  area  are  underground,  the  visual  and  noise 
level  disturbances  would  be  minimal.  Host  placer  operations 
take  place  in  washes  and  canyons  which  would  not  bo  visible 
from  Lake  Havasu  City.  Chess  oporatlona  oould  be  conduoted 
in  a  low  profile  manner  so  as  not  to  greatly  disturb  plant 
and  animal  life.   After  mining,  these,  areas  could  bs  easily 
restored  to  their  original  state.  Any  road  construction, 
would  comply  with  a  statement  made  during  consideration  of 
the  radar  proposal  at  Grossman  Peak.  On  page  5-8,  under 
"Visual  Resources",  "Grossman  Peak",  "paragraph  3",  "Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  Draft  Environmental  Statement",  "Cross- 
man  Peak  Radar  Proposal",  prepared  by  "U.S.  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Arlsona  Stats  Office, 
Phoenix,  Arlsona,  Ho  A-5867,  quote,  "The  proposed  road  up  to 
the  west  elds  of  Grossmen  Peak,  would  bs  visible  from  a 
smaller  area  than  an  approach  from  the  east.  Low  iapaots 
are  expected  because  of  topographic  screening.  Only  one  short 
segment  of  road  transversing  a  saddle  would  bs  apparent 
from  Lake  Bavasu  City."  This  same  road  plan  would  bs  as 
effective  If  implemented  today. 

She  polioy  of  lanenet  Mining  Company,  Inc.  Is  to  view  all  of 
America's  natural  gifts  with  respect  and  reverence.   It  is 
also  our  conviction  that  careful  and  seleotivs  mining  can 
co-exist  with  our  natural  environment.  Mindful  of  the  fact 
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.8tt.1T.,   I 


November  20,  1987 


Diatrict  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Yuma  District  Office 

3150  Winsor  Avenue 

P.  0.  Box  5680 

Yuma,  Arizona  85365 

Re:  Your  letter  dated  November  9,  1987  from  Mr.  John  H.  Jett 
Director  attached  hereto  as  reference. 

Dear  Sir: 

I  juat  received  your  letter  today  November  20,  1987  at  my 
office  in  Dallas,  Texas.   I  called  the  office  in  Tuceon, 
Arizona  and  talked  to  a  man  by  the  name  of  Mike  and  he 
instructed  me  to  write  a  letter  of  concern  that  our  mineral 
rights  may  be  taken  away  as  per  your  letter  dated  November 
9,  1987.   We  are  presently  arranging  the  financing  to  begin 
mining  on  our  claims  within  the  next  6  to  9  months  and  we 
defintely  do  not  want  to  lose  these  mineral  rights. 

V/e  would  like  to  be  kept  fully  informed  of  the  developments 
and  how  we  may  become  involved  in  the  deciaion  making 
process. 

Our  new  address  in  Lexlngtoi 
Lexington,  Kentucky  40522. 

Respectfully, 


Kentucky  Is  P.  0.  Box  21746, 


?# 


mhj/jRH 

cc:  All  officers  and  Directors 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Attention:   Mr.  Bill  Carter 
Page  3 


that  mining  and  the  natural  environment  can  co-exlat,  ws 
urge  you  to  decide  on  a  fair  program  that  will  give  equal 
consideration  to  all. 

With  America  currently  Importing  over  50£  of  most  vital 
orss,  it  is  Important  that  areas  with  a  definite  potential 
for  mineral  development  such  as  exists  at  Grossman  Peak  be 
given  the  necessary  chance  to  contribute  to  the  economlo 
well  being  of  this  country. 


Sincerely, 

Louis  W.  Perdlk,  President 
TANENBT  MINING  COMPANY,  INC. 


LWP/na 

00:      BIS,    Tuaa  District  Office;    BLM,    Washington,    D.O. 
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ARIZONA  DESERT  BIGHORN  SHEEP  SOCIETY,  INC. 

RO.  Box  5241  •  Phoenix,  Arizona  B5010 


November  16,   1987 


Mr.   J.   Darwin  Snell 
District  Manager 
Yuma  District 
3L50  Wlnsor  Avenuo 
P.O.   Box  5680 
Yuma.   AZ     65365 


lantal    Impact    Statei 


H9)       Qraft    Yuma    District    Wlldorness    El 

Daar  Mr.   Snell: 

Please  accept  the  fol  lowing  comments  as  part  of  the  official  public  record 
regarding  the  above  referenced  environmental  Impact  statement.  The  Arizona 
Desert  Bighorn  Sheep  Society.  Inc.  (AOBSS)  Is  concerned  about  the  impact  of 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management's  proposed  action  will  have  on  desert  bighorn 
sheep  management.  He  noted  of  the  twenty-two  wilderness  study  areas  addressed 
In  this  document,  fourteen  are  located  1n  Arizona.  Of  those  fourteen,  nine 
are  desert  bighorn  sheep  habitat.  For  those  nine,  the  Bureau  recommends  no 
Klldorness  for  the  South  Trlgo  Mountains  and  Kofa  Unit  3  Southern  Addition. 
The  remaining  seven  are  recommended  for  Partial  W1  lderness  "and  Include:  Cros- 
sman  Peak,  Mohave  Mash,  Glbralter  Mountain,  Planet  Peak,  Swansea,  Trlgo  Moun- 
tains, and  Kofa  Unit  4  Northern  Addition.  The  AD9SS  would  support  the  SLM's 
proposed  action  as  outlined  1n  table  2-2  on  page  12  of  the  draft  EIS,  1f  wo 
can  be  assured  our  Interests  <n  waterhole  development  and  maintenance,  bighorn 
sheep  capture  and  transplant  operations,  and  bighorn  sheep  hunting  are  amelio- 
rated. 

The  Society  wishes  to  make  specific  coumonts  on  each  of  the  wildlife 
management  actions  which  would  apply  In  designated  wilderness,  as  Stated  on 
page  14  of  the  document. 

Action  ■  travel  by  foot  or  horseback  would  be  the  primary  means  of  accessing 
wildlife  habitat  Improvement  projects  for  design,  construction,  monitoring, 
and  maintenance.    .    . 

Comment  -  design  and  monitoring  of  wildlife  habitat  Improvement  projects  might 
be  accompl 1shed  on  foot.  Depending  Upon  the  extent  of  new  construction  and 
maintenance  of  existing  projects,  modes  other  than  foot  and  horseback  may  be 
necessary.  The  Society  has  onough  experience  In  the  construction  of  desert 
bighorn  sheep  waters  to  know  It  1s  Important  to  do  the  Initial  construction 
properly  so  maintenance  can  bo  kept  to  a  minimum  when  1t  has  boon  performed. 
Proper  construction.  In  our  minds,  given  the  limitations  on  availability  of 
our  volunteer  labor  force,  necessitates  Intensive  efforts  on  weekend  length 
projects.      The  ADSSS  has  come  to   rely  heavily  on  the  use  of  motor  powered 


Mr.   J.   Darwin  Snell 
November  L6,    1987 
Page  Two 


tools  In  the  construction  phase  of  our  project  sites.  We  expect  to  be  able  to 
continue  this  mode  of  operation.  Foot  and  horseback  only  travel  presents 
problems  to  our  endeavors. 

Action  -  1f  motorized  vehicles.  Including  hoi  1 copters,  are  considered  the 
minimum  tool  for  access,  authorization  by  the  State  Director  would  be  on  a 
case  specific  basis. 

Comment  -  The  ADBSS  appreciates  the  recognition  of  helicopters  as  minimum  tool 
1n  specific  cases.     We  concur  with   this   recognition. 

Action  -  Inventory  of.  maintenance  of,  and  access  to  projects  (exclosures  and 
water  catchments)  would  Involve  nonmotorUed  tools  and  be  on  a  control  led 
access  scheduled  basis  according  to  each  Wilderness  Management  Plan's 
schedule. 

Comment  -  the  concept  of  a  controlled  access  schedule  Into  wilderness  areas  1s 
a  new  one  for  SLM's  Arizona  wildernesses.  The  Society  does  not  share  your 
belief  In  the  need  for  scheduled  access.  Maintenance  of  desert  bighorn  sheep 
waters,  especially  during  the  scorching  summer  months  when  water  Is  needed 
most  desperately,  cannot  wait  for  the  scheduled  calendar  date.  Emergencies 
arise,  and  they  must  be  handled  quickly  or  the  sheep  could  face  perilous 
results.  Because  those  waters  are  so  critical,  wb  feel  access  for  maintenance 
must  bo  given  at  anytime.  Also,  we  have  probloms  with  the  exclusion  of 
nonmotoMzed  tools.  The  decision  about  their  use  should  be  on  a  case-by-case 
basis. 

Action  -  helicopter  recovery  of  radio  collared  bighorn  sheep  mortalities  would 
be  allowed  1n  emergency  situations  where  helicopter  Is  determined  to  be  the 
minimum  tool... 

Comment  -  the  ADBSS  appreciates  the  latitude  allowed  by  the  BLM  In  the  use  of 
helicopters  for  radio  collared  bighorn  sheep  mortalities.  The  ability  to  make 
timely  recoveries,  as  allowed  by  helicopter,  will  aid  in  the  collection  of 
Important  biological  data  on  transplanted  bighorns  and  bighorn  movement 
patterns.  Wo  feel  1t  Is  also  equally  Important  to  allow  the  use  of  helicop- 
ters, where  minimum  tool  requirements  are  met,  1n  capture  and  release  opera- 
tions. While  tho  majority  of  the  proposed  WSAs  are  transplant  reloaso  areas, 
the  Trlgo  Mountains  have  the  potential  for  being  a  capture  site  and  providing 
transplant  stock  to  other  mountains.  This  1s  an  Important  consideration. 
Desert  bighorn  sheep  transplant  capture  and  release  operations  should  be  given 
allowance  when  It  Is  determined  the  helicopter  Is  the  minimum  tool  for  such 
work. 

Action  -  power  tools  would  not  be  allowed  for  construction  of  water 
developments  although  the  state  Olroctor  may  approve  the  use  of  helicopters 
for  transport  of  construction  materials  to  a  water  development  site  and  of 
selected  power  tools  for  construction  when  helicopter  and  power  tool  use  Is 
considered  the  minimum  tool. 


Mr.  J,   Darwin   Snell 
November  16,   1987 
Pige  Three 


I  Comment  -  from  the 
use  of  our  vol unt 
helicopters  may  wo1 


standpoint  of  cost  effective  construction  and  the  efficient 
labor,    the  Society  feels  motorized  power  tools  and 
1   be  tho  minimum  tool    1n  most   Instances. 

It  Is  the  Society's  Intent  to  work  within  the  framework  of  any  wilderness 
legislation  and  follow-up  wilderness  management  plans.  It  is  also  our  Intent 
to  continue  to  remain  active  tn  dosort  bighorn  sheep  conservation  activities 
In  the  Yuma  District.  In  order  to  do  so,  the  Society  feels  It  1s  Important 
for  the  BLM  to  work  with  us  in  determining  what  Is  the  minimum  tool  In  each 
specific  situation. 

Thank  you   for  tne  opportunity  to  comment  on  this  document. 

Since roly, 

Stephan  M.  Williams 

Chairman,  Legislative  Committee 
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ARIZONA 
MINING  ASSOCIATION 


OAVIOC.  PID1NGER 


November  24,  1987 


J.  Darwin  Snell,  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Yuma  District 
P.O.  Bo*  5680 
Yuma,  Arizona  85364 

Dear  Mr.  Snell; 

COMMENTS  OF  THE  YUMA  DISTRICT  DRAFT  WILDERNESS  EIS 

This  letter  le  written  on  behalf  of  the  Arizona 
Mining  Association  (AHA)  and  its  member  companies, 
which  produce  some  2/3  of  the  nation's  new  copper 
annually,  from  their  Arizona  operatione.   We 
appreciate  having  the  opportunity  to  review  the 
Draft  EIS  and  to  submit  written  comments  to  you  for 
your  consideration j  and  we  commend  you  and  your 
organisation  for  the  tremendous  amount  of  work 
accompliahed  in  collecting  and  analyzing  the  data 
contained  in  the  document , 

Our  written  commentB  are  in  two  parte:  (1)  General  - 
Attachment  A  and  (2)  Specific  -  Attachment  B  on 
each  individual  unit. 

We  thank  you  for  your  consideration.   If  you  have 
any  questions  concerning  our  written  comments, 

please  advise. 


David  C.  Ridinger 


DCR/je 
Attachments  (2) 


2702  N.  Third  Street  ■  Sulle  2015  -  Phoenix,  Arizona  85004  ■  (602)  266-4416 


464 


Attachment  A 
WSA's 


General  Comments  -  Turn*  District  Draft  Wllderneaa  EIS 

The  Draft  EIS  makes  Inadequate  assessment  af  the 
Mineral  resources  and  mineral  potential  in  the  BLM 
study  areas.   The  search  for  strategic  and  precious 
metals  in  the  United  States  has  been  greatly 
mhanced  by  the  use  of  data  gathered  by  remote 
enslng  and  satellte  scanning.   Apparently  this 
ata  has  been  disregarded  in  the  £15  In  determining 
he  mineral  potential  in  the  Yuma  District, 

Recently  disseminated  gold  deposits  have  been 
developed  in  Sonora,  Mexico,  south  of  Nogales  and 
in  La  Paz  County,  Arizona.   Both  of  these  deposits 
show  close  geologic  resemblance  to  the  numerous  and 
highly  productive  gold  deposits  near  Carlln,  Nevada. 
~"  ese  gold  deposits  provide  credibility  to  the 

note  sensing  data  and  give  evidence  of  a  mineral 
trend  from  Sonora,  Mexico  northwestward  through 
the  Yuma  District  of  Arizona  and  Carlln  Nevada. 

stern  Arizona  may  well  be  the  most  favorable  area 
la  the  United  States  for  exploration  and  the 
discovery  of  precious  metal  deposits.   This  concept 

not  addressed  in  the  EIS.   In  addition,  there 
are  numerous  mining  claims  located  within  some  of 
the  study  areas  Hated  as  suitable  for  wilderness. 
How  will  these  claims  remain  operable  if  they  are 
locked  into  the  restraints  of  wilderness?   Any 
restraints  that  would  prevent  access  for 
exploration,  development,  and  Improvement  would  be 
a  form  of  taking  of  property  rights  without  just 
compensation.   This  condition  is  not  addressed  in 
the  EIS. 

BLM  would  adjust  some  USA  boundaries  to  allow  for 
some  development  of  minerals,  while  other  areas 
would  be  eliminated  from  mineral  resource 
development.   Specific  WSA's  were  left  open  to 
exploration  nnd  mineral  resource  development 
without  any  indication  as  to  whether  these  "open" 
areas  do,  in  fact,  have  any  mineral  potential  at 
all.   In  order  for  the  public  to  be  able  to 
properly  evaluate  such  action,  criteria  used  in 
making  these  decisions  should  be  made  available. 


Specific  Comments 


Individual  Unit 


AMA  rates  all  of  the  units  discussed  below  as  havin 
high  mineral  potential.  Obviously,  those  with  know 
deposits  and  existing  mining  clain3  should  have  the 
highest  ranking. 


Unit  5-01   Deadman  Mountains  N.  Addition: 

AMA  agrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  the  entire 
unit  (1,815  acres)  is  unsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 

Unit  5-02   Deadman  Mountains  S.  Addition! 

AMA  agrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  the  entire 
unit  (630  acres)  is  unsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 

Unit  5-03   Chemehuevi  Mountains  Addition: 

AMA  agrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  the  entire 
unit  (195  acres)  is  unsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 

Unit  5-04   Chenehuevi/Needles  Addition: 

~T  AMA  disagrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  the 
I  entire  unit  (960  acres)  is  suitable  for  wilderness 

6I: 


■  entire  unit  iwou  acres;  is  3uitaoie  tor  viiaerneaa 
CI  designation,  the  basis  for  such  disagreement  being 
VJ  I  that  geologic  structures  give  every  indication 


high  potential  for 


Unit-5-05B   Needles  E,  Addition: 

AMA  agrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  the  entire 
Unit  (465  acres)  is  unsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 


Throughout  the  Draft  EIS,  the  economic  impact 
of  minerals  resources  on  the  local  communities  has 
been  considerably  underestimated.   As  an  example,  a 
January  1967  Summary  Report  by  the  Arizona 
Department  of  Mineral  Resources  cites  raining  claim- 
maintenance  expenditures  of  some  $3.16  million  in 
La  Paz  County  alone.   This  Is  only  the  cost  of 
labor,  etc.  spent  on  maintaining  proper  title  to 
some  10,279  mining  claims  in  that  county  each  year, 
and  does  not  include  the  economics  of  any  development 
of  these  mineral  resources  which  could  be  valued  at 
tons  of  millions  of  dollars.   Certainly  such  economic 
impact  must  be  considered  in  making  wilderness 
designations, 

61  The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  adequately  addreaa  the  issue 
of  lnholdlngs  within  many  of  the  USA's.  There  are 
numerous  federal,  state,  and  private  lnholdlngs  in 

5    some  WSA's.   Some  are  both  surface  and  subsurface, 
otherB  are  split  mineral  estates.   The  document 
does  not  address  management,  and  Its  Inherent 
problems,  of  wilderness  areas  that  contain  such 
lnholdlngs.   A  recent  GA0  Report  to  Congress  dated 
June  1987  sets  forth  that  these  lnholdlngs  do.  In 
fact,  present  a  serious  management  problem  for 
wilderness.   An  earlier  GA0  Report  dated  July  1984 
concluded  the  same  for  private  mineral  holdings 
within  Eastern  wilderness  areas.  No  WSA  should  be 
considered  for  wilderness  until  all  lnholdlngs  have 
been  properly  considered  and  taken  care  of  -  either 
through  acquisition  or  permitted  use  with  proper 
access  afforded. 


5-07B   Crosaman  Peak: 

AMA  disagrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  19,290 


ithin  the  Unit  a 
Our  disagreement  lies  In  the 
known  mineral  occurrences  an 
clai 
mining  clai 


or  wilderness. 
here  there  are 

t  least  155  known  recorded 
s  Unit.   There  Is  also 


■ldence  of  know: 
7,  18,  19,  20,  21,  28,  29  &    30  T14N.R18W;  Sections 
1,  2,  6,  13,  16,  17,  21,  24  &  27  T14N.R19V;  and  In 
Sections  2,  3  T13N.R18W,  These  minerals  include 
lead,  silver,  gold,  zinc,  copper,  tungsten  with 
assays  ranging  to  0.015  ox.  Au ,  11  oz .  Ag ,  0.66% 
Cu,  6.73Z  W03,  0.25X  Pb,  and  0.051  Zn.   These 
highly  mineralized  areas  and  specific  locations 
are  indicated  on  the  accompanying  map.   Also  to  be 
noted  are  7,977.51  acres  of  Santa  Fe  Pacific 
private  mineral  lnholdlngs  which  are  shown  on 
accompanying  map.   There  are  also  2  patented 
mining  claims  associated  with  these  minerals.   Two 
areas  in  particular  have  substantial  possibilities 
for  mineral  development  and  raining  of  Au,  Ag,  Pb  S 


Unit  5-07C/4B/2-52   Mohave  Wash: 

AMA  disagrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  55,018 
acres  within  the  Unit  are  suitable  for  wilderness, 
specifically  in  the  area  where  there  are  known 
mineral  occurrences  or  recorded  mining  claims. 
There  are  at  least  45  recorded  mining  claims 
within  this  WSA.   There  are  also  mineral 
occurrences  in  Sections  17,  18,  19,  20,  21,  26, 
28,  33  and  34  T12N.R17W.   These  minerals  include 
gold  and  silver  with  assays  ranging  to  .71  oz.  per 
ton  Au  and  .26  oz  per  ton  Ag.   There  are  85,000 

8,600  ounces  of  gold.   In  addition,  there  ore 
56,675.67  acres  of  Santa  Fe  Pacific  Mining  private 
mineral  inholdinga  as  shown  on  the  accompanying 
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Unit 

3 


5-10   Whipple  Mountains: 

AMA  disagrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  chat  1,260 

acrea  of  this  unit  are  suitable  for  wildernesB 

designation,  the  baaia  for  such  disagreement  being 

that  geologic  structures  give  every  indication 

that  Unit  5-10  has  a  high  potential  for 

mineralization, 

5-12   Gibraltor  Mountain: 

AMA  disagrees  vith  the  BLM  proposal  that  15,675 
acres  contained  within  the  Unit  are  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation,  apeciflcallj  in  those 

recorded  mining  claims.   There  are  at  least  25 
recorded  unpatented  mining  claims  within  this  WSA. 
There  are  known  mineral  occurrences  in  Sections 
16,  17,  20,  21  and  34  T10N.R18W  plus  other 
isolated  specific  mineral  deposits,  as  shown  on 
the  accompanying  map.   These  minerals  include 
copper,  gold,  silver,  and  some  iron  with  assays 
ranging  to  0.32  oi.  Au.  and  0.6  o».  Ag.   In 
Sections  16,  17,  20  and  21  T10N.R18W  there  are  71 
acres  of  patented  claims  with  mines  which  have 
produced  12,000  tona  of  ore  ranging  to  9*  Cu  and 
0.2  oi.  Au  &  Ag.   In  Section  34  T10N.R18W  there 
are  3  patented  and  14  unpatented  claims  with  mlnee 
which  have  produced  in  excess  of  1,000,000  lbs, 
Cu,  7,100  oi.  Au,  and  1,900  oz.  Ag.   In  addition 
Santa  Fe  Pacific  Mining  owns  8,874.29  acres  of 
mineral  inholdings,  as  shown  on  the  accompanying 
oap. 


5-13   Plane 
AMA  diaaRre 


Stfct 

with  the 

ined  within 


II 


BLM  proposal  that  16,430 
the  Unit  arc  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation,  specifically  in  those 
areas  where  there  are  known  mineral  occurrences  o 
recorded  raining  claims  and  mineral  production. 
There  are  at  least  16  recorded  unpatented  mining 
claims  within  this  WSA.   There  are  mineral 
occurrences  in  Section  14,  21,  22,  27  and  28 
T10N.R17W,  as  shown  on  the  accompanying  map. 
These  minerals  Include  copper,  gold,  and  iron. 
Ore  reserves  in  Sections  21,  22,  27  and  28 
T10N.R17W  are  estimated  at  15-20,000,000  tons. 


III 


There  are  also  15  patented  claims  In  Section  14 
T10N.R17W.   In  addition  there  are  4,070,76  acres 
of  minerals  inholdings  owned  by  Santa  Fe  Pacific 
Mining  within  this  WSA,  as  shown  on  the 
accompanying  nap. 

.  5-14A/B   Cactua  Plaini 
AMA  disagrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  62,325 
acres  contained  within  the  Unit  are  auitabla  for 
wilderness  designation,  specifically  in  those 

recorded  raining  claims.   There  are  at  least  6 
unpatented  mining  claims  within  this  WSA,   Thara 
are  also  mineral  deposits  of  barium,  iron, 
beryllium,  copper,  and  gold,  as  3hown  on  the 
accompanying  map. 

5- 1 5 A   Swansea: 

AHA  disagrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  11,795 
acrea  contained  within  the  Unit  are  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation,  specifically  in  those 
areaa  where  there  are  known  mineral  occurrences  or 
mining  claims  and  recorda  of  mineral  production. 
There  are  34  unpatented  mining  clalraa  within  this 
Unit.   There  are  mineral  occurrences  in  Sections 
5.  6,  16,  and  21  T10N.R15U;  Sections  6,  7  and  34 
T10N.R16W;  and  Sections  15,  31  and  32  T11N.R15W, 
plus  specific  mineral  deposits  as  indicated  on  the 
accompanying  map.   Minerals  identified  include 
copper,  manganese,  gold,  molybdenum,  lead,  zinc, 
silver  and  iron.   Some  assays  for  these  minerals 
range  to  3Z  Cu,  1.0  02.  per  ton  Au,  and  0.2  oi, 
per  ton  Ag  with  past  production  records  of  250 
tons.  In  addition  there  are  11,632.44  acres  of 
minerals  inholdings  owned  by  Santa  Fe  Pacific 
Mining  within  this  WSA,  as  shown  on  the 
accompanying  map. 

.  5-17   East  Cactus  Plain: 
AMA  disagrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  the 
entire  Unit  (13,735  acres)  is  suitable  for 
wilderness.   There  are  2  recorded  unpatented 
mining  claims  within  the  Unit,  and  geologic 
structures  give  every  indication  of  high  mineral 
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;  5-18   Big  Maria  Mountains  N.  Addition: 
AMA  sgreaa  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  the  entire 
Unit  (415  acrea)  is  unsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 

.  5-19   Big  Maria  Mountains  S.  Addition: 
AMA  agrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  the  entire 
Unit  (1,420  acrea)  is  unsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 

5-23A   South  Trigo  Mountains: 

AMA  agrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  the  entire 
Unit  (4,500  acres)  is  unsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation.   It  should  be  pointed  out  that  this 
WSA  haa  at  least  16  unpatented  mining  claims 
within  the  boundaries.   There  are  significant 
mineral  occurrences  within  Section  11  T4S.R23W, 
and  specific  known  and  indenttfied  mineral 
deposits  as  indicated  on  the  accompanying  map. 
These  minerals  include,  lead,  silver,  tungsten, 
barium,  zinc  and  fluorite,   Assays  for  these 
minerals  range  to  13.5  oz .  per  ton  Ag  and  4X  Pb 
with  ore  reserve  estimates  of  5-6,000,000  tons.  In 
Section  11  T4S.R23W  one  prospect  has  estimated 
production  of  150  tons  per  day  of  ore  averaging  7 
oz.  silver. 

5-2 3B   Trigo  Mountains: 

AMA  disagrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  29,095 
acres  within  the  Unit  are  auitable  for  wilderneas 
designation,  the  disagreement  being  in  areas  where 
there  are  known  mineral  deposits  or  recorded 
mining  claims.   There  are  24  recorded  unpatented 
mining  claims  within  the  WSA.   Specific  known 
mineral  despoaits  have  been  indentlfted  and  are 
depicted  on  the  accompanying  map.   These  minerals 
include  gold,  silver,  manganese,  beryllium  and 
lead. 

,  5-31   Kofa  Unit  3  S.  Addition: 
AMA  agrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  the  entire 


Unit  (3,400  acrea)  i 
designation.   There  are  B  rec 
oining  claims  within  this  Uni 


itable  for  wilder, 
ded  unpatented 
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5-33   Kofa  Unit  4  N.  Addition: 
j AMA  disagrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  1,380 
I  acres  within  the  Unit  are  suitable  for  wilderness 
I  designation,  the  disagreement  being  based  upon  the 
I  fact  that  there  are  at  least  2  recorded  unpatented 
|  mining  claims  within  this  Unit. 

5-34   lofa  Unit  4  S.  Addition: 

AMA  agrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  the  entire 
Unit  (11,220  acres)  is  unsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation.   There  is  at  least  1  recorded 
unpatented  mining  claim  In  this  Unit. 

5-35   Little  Picacho  Peak  Addition: 

AMA  agrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  the  entire 

Unit  (2,915  acres)  is  unsuitable  for  wilderness 

designation. 

.  5-53A   Muggins  Mountains: 
AMA  disagrees  with  the  BLM  proposal  that  8,855 
acrea  within  the  Unit  are  suitable  for  wildernesa 
designation,  specifically  in  areas  where   there 
are  known  mineral  deposits  and  recorded  mining 
claims.   There  are  111  recorded  unpatented  mining 
claims  within  this  WSA.   There  are  also  numerous 
mineral  deposits  located  within  the  Unit  as 
indicated  on  the  accompanying  map.   These  minerals 
include  copper,  uranium  and  gold. 
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October  5,  laB"7 

District  nanaaer.  SLn 

Darwin  Snail 

BLR  Yuna  District  Office 

P.  0.  Box  5600 

Yuma,  flZ  BS3B5 

Dear  tlr.  Snell: 

The  Yuma  Chapter  of  the  Arizona  Native  Plant  Society 
would  like  to  express  our  Gratitude  to  the  BLM  For  including 
portion  of  Yuma  county  in  the  new  Wilderness  Plan,   ue  are 
interested  in  maintaining  areas  where  plants  and  animals  mau 
exist  in  their  natural  environment.   There  is  no  place  n~. 
Yuma  countg  currently  where  plants  and  animals  are  able  to  da 
this.   We  whole  heartily  support  the  proposal  for  an  wildness 
area  in  Yuma  county . 


>f+£ 


(rirs.)  Betty  L.  uavenport 
Vice-  President 
Yuma  Chapter,  PNPS 
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The  at 

The  Arizona  Nature  Conservancy 


Conservancy      JOO 


Easi  UniveiMty  Boulevard,  Surie  230.  Tucsoiv  Arizona  85 705 

No»o»bor     9,      !'.»■ 


Mr.  Darwin  J.  Snell 
BLH  -  Yupft  District 
P.O.  Box  56flO 
Yuao,  A2   85365 

Dear  Mr.  Snoll ; 

In  t«»pom.  to  the  Draft.  Yumo  District  Wildonmn  EIS,  The 
Arizona  Nature  Connrvancy  nlcoiti  the  opportunity  to 
review  and  co»itnl  on  your  draft  docuaant .   At  a  non-pro/it 
conservation  organization  dedicated  to  the  preservation  of 
biological  divaralty,  wa  recognize  that  wilderness 
designation  ia  an  axcallant  management  tool  to  protect 
biological  resource  value*  on  public  land*. 

Our  commente  are  restricted  to  tha  Cactu*  Plain  and  East 
Cactus  Plain  WSAa.   Wa  atrongly  support  your  Proposed  Action 
to  reeoeaend  the  East  Cactus  Plain  for  wilderness 
designation  but  urge  you  to  reconsider  the  Enhanced 
Wilderness  alternative  as  your  Proposed  Action  for  the 
Cactus  Plain  w.'.n  . 

The  area  included  in  the  Cactus  Plain  Enhanced  Wilderness 
alternative,  (and  oeitted  fro«  your  current  Proposed  notion 
alternative) ,  includes  one  of  the  most  significant  dune 
area*  in  the  entire  Cactua  Plain  dune  field.   A  recent  study 
conducted  by  our  office  under  contract  to  the  Yuea  District 
Office,  (Warren  P.L.  and  A.W.  Laurenzi.  1967.  Rare  Plant 
Survey  of  the  Yuna  District)  describes  in  detail  the 
ecological  values  found  there. 

In  summary  these  values  include:  1)  a  unique  dune  formation 
and  associated  unique  plant  community  found  in  Arizona  only 
on  the  west  end  of  the  Cactua  Plain  and  2)  the  only  Arizona 
occurrence*  of  Pholiemo  arenarium.  a  USFW5  category  2  plant. 
A  plant  species  that  was  OSitted  (roi  the  draft  document. 
The  inclusion  of  thla  area  in  the  Final  PA  will  ensure  that 
the  ecological  integrity  of  the  Cactus  Plain,  in  its 
entirety,  will  receive  a  high  level  of  protection. 
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S_I  ERR  A       CLUE 


J.     Darwin    Sne I  1 

District  Manager,  Yuma  District 


November  IB,  1987 
117  N.  2nd  Avenue 
Tucson,  AZ   85705 


Desr  Mr.  Sne I  I  i 

Thank  you  for  the  chance  to  comment  on  the  draft  Yumi 
concernedWb'deri,e9S  EnU ' r0nraen  "  '  ,mP«ct  Statement.  1  am 


wi  ) 


ii  amount  or  land  you  propose  to 
ness  designation.  Clearly,  moat  of 
emeaa  Study 
In  the  Inte 


the  Stu 


pasted  all  the  basic 
Inventory  process.   I 
ogniie  that  a  certain  amount  of  refining  will  com.  from 
process,  but  you  have  suggested  dropping  t,Q%    at 
the  WSA   and.  That  Is  entirely  Inappropriate,  given  the 
outstanding  wilderness  qualities  In  many  of  your  district's 
WSAs.   |  would  like  to  address  specific  qualities  of  the  are 
rloh*v*C,ua,han,"iar  Ulth'  Cro""n  Pe"k-  Bnd  'he  adjacent 

It  appears  that  mining  was  on*  major  concern  addressed 

Peak  WSA.  However,  the  area  ha.  been  a> tens  I ve I y^xpl  "•"" 
throughout  this  century,  and  the  DEIS  Indicates  you  expect 

Wilderness"  alternative.  The  most  valuable  mining  int.  .re 

rights,  five  small  mines  may  be^e  ve  toped  under  'any"" ' "'  '"* 
alternative,  affecting  only  1BO  acres 
potential  is  not  an  appropriate  reasoi 
this  area. 

Tha  Crossman  Peak  WSA  doe*  contain  outstanding  habit 
for  desert  bighorn  sheep,  Including  an  essential  lambing 
area  along  the  upper  ridges.  The  "Partial  Wilderness- 
proposed  would  leave  B.5S0  acres  of  bighorn  habitat 
unprotected.  This  seeas  a  bit  ironic,  since  the  other  res 
offered  for  your  recommendation  Is  to 
use  in  construction  of  one  new  bighorn.  ._ 
maintaining  several  others.  These  management  activities 
could  still  be  performed  If  the  whole  area  Is  designated 
wilderness,  with  little  additional  effort.   In  addition   such 
activities  may  be  misguided  and  counter-productive. 

Management.  15166),  "Water  Is  not  necessarily  the  limiting 
factor  In  a  population  Just  because  It  Is  persistently 

existed  on  ranges  without  free-standing  water  for" thousand." 
of  years,  and  although  sheep  densities  are  low.  they  are  In 
bounds  of  the  available  resources."  The  lack  of  water  J  a  a 


such  as  deer  and  burros,  and  its  provision  can  attract°and 
support  significant  papulations  of  those  species,   In  many 

Because  bighorn  sheep  are  poor  competitors  for  tcrlj^"""' 

mean  a  decline  in  sheep  populations. 

For  the  good  of  the  sheep  and  tho  integrity  of  tho 
—"system,  the  entire  38,630  acres  should  be 


design. 

penetrate  d. 
could  distu 
upset  the  s 


WSA 


wll 


mpl otod. 


ss  experience  of  most  visitors  and 
y  during  lambing  aaoson.  Since 
..  .w.,u.  o«„,UT1  DDltofflt,  the  roads  could  easily  be 
gated  and  locked,  with  keys  provided  to  the  miners  and 

Your  agency  is  In  the  process  of  acquiring  many  parcels 
of  adjacent  state  and  private  land  to  the  north  and  east  of 

■oat  of  the  newly  public  land  should  be  given  wl._. 
status.  At  the  least,  the  wilderness  area  should  Include  all 
bighorn  habitat  in  the  lands  to  the  north,  along  with  the 
remainder  of  Blacksmith  and  Burro  Canyons  along  the 

The  Crossman  Peak  WSA  should  be  considered  together 
with  tho  adjacent  Mohave  wash  WSA.  Together  they  create  a 
continuous  wilderness  area  of  over  150,000  acres,  broken 
only  by  a  dirt  road.  While  site  is  not  the  only  criteria  for 
a  good  wilderness  area,  it  is  a  very  important  one.  Larger 
areas  tend  to  have  greater  biological  diversity,  stability. 
and  Insulation  from  outside  civilized  sources  of  disruption. 
The  proposed  action  for  Mohave  Wash  would  break  It  Into 
three  small  areas,  widely  separated  from  the  shrunken 
Crossman  Pt,ak  proposed  area.  Creating  four  small  scattered 

land  or  I ts  users. 

For  the  rest  of  the  Yuma  District,  I  support  wilderness 
designation  for  all  the  other  WSAs.   I  hope  you  will 
reconsider  your  recommendations,  and  recommend  tho  same. 


SIERRA  CLUB 

Grand  Canyon  Chapter  ■  Arixoaa 


U7  N.   2nd  Avenue  ■  i  N  c  0  N 

Tucson,  Kl     95705 
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November    1,    (987 

Southwest    Bowhunters 
flrctiery   Club 
2472  Mary   Avtnu* 
Yum.,    AZ .    93363 
1.602)    724-0953 

U.S.     Bureau    0+    Land   Mtiugement 

3130   Umsor    Avtnut 

Yuma,    ftZ.    85344 

Re  I  Wilderness  proposals  for  Yum*  County,  AZ  . 

Dear  Sir: 

Lrt  it  be  Known  that  wr  want  uctu  to  land',  in  (he  Muggins 
hounUmt  northwest  of  Telegraph  Pass;  in  the  Trigo  Mauntimi,  whicl 
abuts  the  Imperial  National  wildlife  Refuge  upnver  from  Yuma, 
Anions;  in  the  Kafa  Mountains  to  remain  open.  w>  DO  NOT  want  these 
lands  designated  as  wilderness. 

To  establish  federal ly  protected  wilderness  in  these  or  any  otl 
areas  in  Yuma  County  would  hinder  wildlife  management  and  without  tl 
necessary  game  managemen  t  there  would  soon  be  no  wild  game , 

The  Desert  Bighorn  Sheep  that  haue  been  transplanted  into  thesi 
areas,  as  well  as  deer  and  other  wildlife,  depend  on  man-made  and 
man-filled  waterholes.  (There  is  not  enough  rain  in  southwestern 
Arizona  to  keep  the  waterholes  filled  naturally).  And  as  there  is  n 
vehicle  access  in  a  wilderness  area,  backpacking  of  water  and 
materials  needed  for  repairs  and  upkeep  of  water  tank'.,  would  be  an 
impossible  task,  If  the  proposed  closure  of  these  lands  is  allowed, 
the  game  there  now,  without  needed  water,  will  either  be  forced  to 
leave  or  die. 

Further,  there  seems  to  be  discrimination  against  hunters.  If 
there  is  to  be  vehicle  access  into  wilderness  areas  by  existing  rain 
concerns,  there  should  also  be  vehicle  access  hy    hunters,  and  in 
addition,  by  wildlife  management  personel . 


Please  do  whatever  is  needed  to  keep  ai 
and  to  f\»vt    no  wilderness  areas  designated. 


»  copies  of  this  letter  are  being  sent  to  the  Preside' 
States,  to  the  U.S.  Congress,  to  the  Governor  of  A 
Arizona  5tate  Senators  and  Representatives. 


ess  to  these  lands  open 


likely   be 


presence  of  ruining  or 
In   this  MSB  ELM  has 


mess  could  be  affected  by  nurung,   but   BLM 

ning  will  occur  i ri  the  area.  '   If   mining   is 

t  hb  ji'ea  and  it  meets  mi  lder-ness   qual  it  itea, 

wi  Idemes*-*   Ever,  i  f  there   ace   no   mining 

be  certain  of  this)  there  will   still   most 

m  mot  or i  ned  vehicles.   Not  to   propose   thm 

and  capi-  ic  ious  I  y  exclude  wi  ldernes'-i  qual  1 1  y 

recommendat  ion  when   el  sewhere   BLM*  s   main 

ing  land  f  row  wi  Iderness   recommendat  ion   is 

high  mineral  potential. 

Mt'ned  its  usual  rationale  upside  down.  Moat 
Mineral  potential  has  been  included  in  the 
s.   We  congest U lata  BLM  for  recognising   the 


of   the  zi'i;*    of  h: 
BLM -proposed  wilder 

wh  i  Lc  conn  ng  out  i  n  support  .:>r  hi  Iderness  despite  mining 
poteritial.  Hut  then  to  exclude  the  areas  of  low  mineral  potential 
makes  no  until,  We  suspect ,  however,  that  even  though  BLM  nowhere 
explicitly  states  it,  that  OR V  use  is  the  real  reason  for 
excl  us  ion  of  half  th  is  area  ft*OBI  hi  Iderness  recommend  at  ion. 
etccor*i  r,g  to  your  ana lysi  s,  only  1Z  visi  tor  days  per  year  of 
motorized  vehicle  M-ie  would  be  "displaced"  under  the  Proposed 
Action.  fc'ven  though  this  WSR  has  the  highest  motorized  vehicle 
use  of  any  W5C1  in  tthe  Yuma  District,  it  also  has  by  fai-  the 
hi ghest  nonmotor i zed  visitor  use  (and  that  is  equal  to  motor i sod 
vehicle  visitor  use).  And  as  is  the  case  in  most  WSfla  in  the  Yuma 
Di  strict ,  motor  i  if  ed  vehicle  use  is  not  popular  in  r-elat  ion  to  the 
n:e  of  the  rfr-ea.  The  Crossman  Peak  WSP.  contains  3.  24%  of  the  are* 
of  the  whole  Yuma  District  but  has  only  2.  ZS'A  of  the  motorized 
vehicle  visitor  use  in  the  Di  strict .  Yet  at  the  same  time  (EIS,  p. 
l&I),  BLM  admits  that  ni IdernesE  values  in  the  non-deai gnat ed  part 
of  the  USA  would  suffer  From  motorized  vehicle  use.  The  area  needs 
wi 1 derness  protect  ion. 

Impacts  or,  mining  are  the  same  under  the  Proposed  Oct  ion  and  fll  1 
Wi  Iderness  ,i  1  ternat  ivt."J"-in  both  caE.CS  some  mining  would  occur  in 
des i gnat ed  hi Iderness  because  of  valid  existing  rights.  Mining 
interest  or  potent lal  iq  thus  not  a  bar-  to  proposing  the  root  ^f 
the  WSfl  for  wilderness.  We  also  queitior.  BLM' s  cense  of  priorities 
in  even  proposing  that  this  Superlative  wilderness  be  used  as  a 
source  of  ri prap  or- sand  and  gravel  (EI B,  p,  111).  There  are 
plenty  of  other  areas  more  suitable  for  this  kind  of  extraction. 
Use  of  this  area  as  a  source  of  riprap  would  involve  double 
dest  I'Mfl  ion-'  -first,  destroy  Ing  the  area1  u  naturalness  by 
physical  1  y  remov  i  ng  it,  then  dest  royi  rig  the  little  that  remains  of 
a  natural  Colorado  River-  by  riprapping  it. 


Idlife  Hate 
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act  of  wildlife  waters. 
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YUMR  HUDUBON  SOCIETY 

P.O.  BIJX  C39G 
YUltfl,  P.HI  2DNB   0S3&'. 


The  power-line  "utility  corridor 

On  the  west  bo 

ndary  of  the 

USB 

was   not  even  designated  as  a  i 

ti  1  ity  corridor  i 

BLM' s   Reso 

jrco 

Management   Plan.    Therefore, 

this   should   n 

t   be   a   bai- 

to 

designating   wilder-nets*.   BLM  1 

ad  ample  opporl un 

ty   to   desig 

i«te 

utility   corridors  in  RMP.   Yo 

chose  not  to  dt'S 

gnate   this 

»«». 

There  is  no  utility  corridor. 

nly  existing  righ 

-of-way. 

November-  30,  I3B7 


Darwin  Snell,  District  Manager 

U.  Si.  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Yuma  District  Office 

31 31)  Win  nor  Rvern.iv 

P. 0.  Box  B6B0 

Yuma,  Oi-ii-ona   e^-iES 


Yuma  Audubon  £oc  let  y  submits  the  f  ol  1  lowing  comments  on  t  lie   Dr.*  ft 

£"^ir'='Nmenta.l._  JMoacfc  Sfr«be.m»n^.   P.-aa^ytj  Wildeme^y  Pronram for 

Ihe  _Yuma.j District  .Wilderness  £l.S_.fli-ea. 

[IRUG^MrtN  PLfiK  I WSfl  K'J-  7B) 

BLB's  rationale  for  excludiny  half  of  this  *ren  from  wilderness 
stator,  is  not  credible.  The  developments  BLM  feel-,  are 
inconsistent  with  wi Iderness  status,  a  power  1 i ne  "corridor"  al ong 
the  western  boundary  and  one  wi  1(11  i  fe  water-  development  in  the 
extreme  northeast  of  the  WS«,  do  not  justify  exclusion  of  about 
30*  of  the  WSP.  from  wilderness.  That  leaver  less  than  "highe-jl" 
wi  lder-ness  qual  ity  as  the  reai.cn  for-  excluding  most  of  the 
excluded   area.   Byain,   BLM  Lb   being   overse  1  ect  i  ve   in   judi|ir,g 

wilderness  qualities  is  never  adequately  explained,  ant]  even  if  it 
were,  this  is  not  a  sufficient  reason  to  exclude  them  f rom 
wi  Idernens.  fill  that  we  can  find,  in  the  discussion  of  wilderness 
values  on  pp.  109  and  111  of  the  EIS,  is  that  in  "a  few  areas  en 
the  west  side"  "outside  developments,  such  a-..  Lake  Hava-.u  City" 
have  ,a  "minor  impact  on  thy  sol i t ude  opport  um t les"  and  that  "The 
lower  elevat  I  OIK)  on  the  northern  end  olJfer  les-.  deiiiandiny 
terrain.  "  Th  is  just  i  f  iru  excl  ud  ing  '50-A  ...f  fie  WSfl  from  wi  Iderness'1 
M«fdly.  BLM  had  ample  oppLirturuty  to  exclude  artfas  lacl-ing 
wilderness  qualities  during  the  intensive  inventory  phase.  what 
remains  is  clearly  of  wilderness  quality,  I r ■  the  absence  of  any 
conflicting)  uses  which  could  damage  mi  Iderness  quality  (such  as 
mininu  or  mineral  potential),  all  Urrtltt  o*  wilderness  quality 
should  clearly  be  designated  wilderness. 


We  also  not.;  some  special  values  in  this  USfi  that  add  to  its 
wilderness  qualities- -it  is  one  of  two  USfis  in  the  Yuma  District 
with  habitat  suitable  for  the  Federal  Endangered  Bald  Eagle  and 
one  of  a  fffw  USHs  with  habitat  suitable  for-  the  Federal  Endangered 
Peregrine   FalCOrt,   Both  of  these  species  lend  an      atmosphere  c-f 

resources  sites  of  potential  National  Register  quality,  including 
pe-troglyphs.   Such  sites  always  fare  badly  under  increased  access, 

Tinally,  we  dispute  the  claim  under  the  No  fiction  alternative  that 
recreational  op port  urn  i i es  would  not  change  if  it  were  adopted 
(EIS,  p,  163) .  On  the  same  page  BLM  contradicts  this  by  stating 
that  wi Iderness  val ues  would  deel ine.  Thus,  opport um t ibs  for 
wi  lder-ness-related  recreation  would  decline.  Please  remember-  that 
you  are  addressing  opportunities,  not  actual  use,  and  resolve  this 
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wilderness 
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■letivB  rationale  for  exclusion  from  wilderness 
demonstrated  than  m  the  discussion  of  effects 
tutat,   in  which  85S0  acres  of  such  habitat  out 


GIBRALTAR  MOUNTAIN  ( WSfi  t»5-li) 

lould  be  recommended  for-  wi  lder-ness,  not  just  the 
rommends.  Wh i 1 e  there  has  been  past  mi neral 
f  WSfl,  and  areas  of  high  mineral  potent  lal  exist , 
■  f  other-  values  need  the  protection  wilderness 
These  val  ues  would  lie  seriously  harmed  by  any  mining 
lid  existing  rights,  ar.d  include  not  only  outstanding 
value-j,  but  «lto  Desert  Bighorn  Sheep,  other-  special 
status  Ml  I  ti  1  i  f  e,  and  probably  numerous  archaeological  sites 
■.uitable  for*  inclusion  on  the  National  Register. 

There  has  beer,  great  er-  mineral  product  ion  adjacent  to  the  WSfl  than 

si  :e  and  purported  hi  gh  potent  lal  of  port  ions  of  the  Wlifi  i  ndicat es 
to  ..II,  that  there  is  minimal  mining  interest  in  this  WSfl.  BLM  has 
al ready  excl uded  the  most  product ive  mining  areas  from  this  WSfl  in 
drawing  its  boundaries.  Moreover,  &LM  estimates  that  even  if  all 
the  WSfl  wt'r  e  des  i  gnat  ed  wi  Iderness,  val  id  ex  ist  i  ng  r-i  ght  u  would 
permit    development  of  the  same  mines  as  would  OCCur-   under-   BLM'  s 

would  be  split  into  two  and  a  smaller  ar-ca  developed.  There  would 
be  exploration.  but  even  it  would  occur-  in  one  part  of  the  W5« 
under  alt  wi  lder-ness.  In  this  regard,  we  question  BLM' ■.,  statement 
that  all  wilderness  would  deny  30H  acres  to  mining  (EIS,  p.  172). 
From  the  tables  on  p.  ,^7,  it  appears  the  f igur,.-  should  be  *0  acres 
(the  ili  ferrence  betwecm  the  two  tables)  .  Foregoing  al  1  but 
potential  mimnq  development  under-  existing  rights  would  ruSult  in 
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-  the  etna  with  WSAs,  this  «rn  is  just  not  popular 
With  2. IX  of  the  Yuma  District's  surface  area,  only 
ict  motorized  visitor  days  occur  here.  Under  BLM' s 
and   ORV   use   would   irreparably   damage   the 


elude   from 
is  area,  92*  of 


wilderness   character   of  the  area  BLM  proposes 

wilderness.  Yet  besides  the  wilderness  values  of  t. 

the   WSA  is  crucial  Bighorn  Sheep  habitat.   Develo 

Colorado  River  has  already  denied  traditional  wate 

sheepj   Gibraltar   Mountain   WSA  is  one   of   their 

refuges.   Mining   would  be  detrimental  to  the  roma 

this   area  through  disturbance,   especially  of  lanv 

potential   denial   of   access  to  food   and   water. 

Bighorn   Sheep   habitat   in  itself  is  arguably   not   a   sufficient 

reason   to  designate  wilderness.    in  this  area  the  combination   of 

wi lderness    qual ities    (solitude,    primitive    and    unconfined 

recreation,  size)  plus  the  special  feature  of  high  qual ity' Bighorn 

Sheep  habitat  combine  to  Make  wilderness  designation  irresistible. 

There  are  other  special  features  which  also  add  to  the  wilderness 
quality  of  this  USA.  It  is  one  of  only  two  our  of  22  WSAs  in  the 
Yuma  District  with  habitat  suitable  for  the  Federal  Endangered 
Bald  Eagle  and  Peregrine  Falcon.  There  is  a  whole  complex  of  sites 
eligible  for  Inclusion  on  the  National  Register  as  a  district,  not 
to  mention  five  other  known  sites  that  May  qualify  for  the 
National  Register.  The  rugoedness  and  tortuousness  of  this  area 
provides  a  high  quality  wilderness  experience,  yet  its  border! 
relatively  accessible,  and  washes  provide  penetration  deep 
the  mountain  mass.  Being  adjacent  to  Buekekin  Mountain  State  Park 
will  provide  a  terrific  combination  of  recreational  experiences 
from  the  more  developed  in  the  state  park,  to  the  less  developed 
in  the  federal  wilderness  area. 
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Gibraltar  Mountain  mass  would  be  left 
east  sides.  The  all  wilderness  alterna 
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that   under  all  wilderness,   99X  of  the 
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alifying  so   much 
is  clear  from  the 
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of 
two 

status.  It  provides  great  variety  and  is  nearly  unique  in  western 
Arizona  in  including  a  river  and  riparian  vegetation,   as  well   as 

the  opportunity  for  boat  trips.  It  has  the  highest  number  of 
special  status  species  of  any  WSA  in  the  Yuma  District.  It 
includes  an  area  recommended  as  the  Banded  Canyon  National  Natural 
Landmark  by  an  evaluation  team  from  the  University  of  Arizona. 
There  are  at  least  ton  National  Register  cultural  sites  in  this 
W5A,  It  provides  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation. 
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reason  to  reject  them  for  wilderm 
he  criteria.  Remember  that  by  your  own  estimates,  if  the 
WSA  is  not  designated  wilderness,  1£, 250  acres  will  lose 
■3u  qualities.  This  is  larger  than  the  11,795  acre 
ii lderness.  Recommendation  of  the  whole  WSA 
erness  qualities  of  this  14,680   acre   area 


ilderi 
area  BLM  proposes 
could   protect  th. 
and  more. 


13 


d  for  our  comment  purposes  because 
wilderness  &rvo,  and  BLM  should 
of  both  areas.  Red  Cloud  Wash 
y  to  BLM' s  claim,  it  is  not  a  road 
owed  no  evidence  of  mechanical 
aintenance  when  I   visited   it   in 


Although  BLM  excludes  part  of  these  areas  (all  of  South  Trigo, 
part  of  Trigo)  to  accomodate  mining,  other  parts  of  the  Trigo  WSA 
are  excluded  to  allow  for  motor  vehicle  use  of  Clip  Wash. 

wo  question  whether  designation  of  all  of  the  Trigo  WSA  would  have 
any  significant  effect  on  mining.  First,  BLM  projects  that  the 
same  mines  would  be  developed  to  the  same  degree  under  all 
wilderness  or  BLM' s  proposed  partial  wilderness  (see  tables  on  pp. 
|  66  and  67).  This  is  because  of  valid  existing  rights.  While  an 
ideal  wilderness  would  have  no  mining,  the  1964  Wilderness  Act  was 
a  political  compromise  that  considered  the  effect  of  wilderness  on 
all  affected  groups.  It  wasn't  dictated  to  Senators  and 
Representatives  by  wilderness  supporters,  but  rather  is  a 
carefully  crafted  law  that  was  passed  only  after  great 
deliberation  and  consideration  was  given  to  the  views  of  all 
interested  groups  arid  individuals.  This  act  recognizes  val  id 
existing  mining  rights.  Therefore,  an  area  should  not  be  denied 
wilderness  status  solely  because  valid  existing  mining  rights  may 
be  exercised  and  affect  wilderrness  qualities.  What  wi lderness 
designation  does  in  such  a  case  is  prevent  damage  to  the  area 
beyond  valid  existing  rights,   and  this  is  why  the  whole  Trigo  WSA 
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whether   all  wilderness  or  BLM' s  proponed  partial   wildernoos 
chosen.   Thus,   designating  all  of  the  WSA  as  wilderness  will 
affect   anticipated   mining   in   the   WSA,    but  '  degradation 
wilderness   qualities   from  mining  beyond   valid   existing   ri' 
would  be  prevented. 
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northeast  of  the  'river,  BLM  do 
development  in  this  area.  It,  and  the 
to  moderate  mineral  potential,  which 
WSA,  should  be  included  as  part  of  the 
qual ify  as  wi lderness.  BLM  never 
qual it  ies,  but  rather  proposes  to 
speculative  and  apparently  unlikely  min 

Third,  while  we  do  not  deny  that  Mining  often  has  disastrous 
effects  on  wilderness  qualities,  we  can't  help  believe  that  BLM  is 
overstating  the  case  that  913  acres  Of  mining  will  spoil  thy 
wilderness  qualities  of  10,000  acres.  Please  explain  how  you  came 
to  this  conclusion.  We  anticipate  that  sight  and  sound  of  these 
mining  activities  would  be  effectively  screened  over  most  of  the 
10,000  acres  BLM  has  written  off. 

BLM  is  also  being  overgenerous  to  DRV  use  by  excluding  so  much  of 
the  WSA,  at  the  expense  of  high  quality  wilderness.  Your  own 
figures  indicate  that  the  Swansea  WSA  includes  3.3*  of  the  surface 
area  of  the  Yuma  District,  yet  only  0.87*  of  motorized  vehicle  use 
in  the  District  (as  measured  by  visitor-use  days  per  year).  This 
Is  clearly  not  a  highly  desired  area  for  ORV  users.  Moreover,  the 
suitability  of  this  ara*  for  dispersed,  nonmofcorized  recreation  t* 
shown  by  BLM' B  own  estimates  that  if  all  of  the  WSA  wore 
designated  wi lderness,  non-motorized  visitor  use  would  increase  by 
1000K,  while  if  none  of  the  WSA  were  designated  wilderness, 
motorized  vehicle  use  would  increase  by  only  100*  (EIS,  Table 
2-3).  In  addition,  the  assessment  of  the  relationship  between 
short-term  uses  and  long-term  productivity  on  p.  Ifl4  completely 
ignores  ORV  use  under  the  proposed  action. 

BLM  states  that  a  seven  mile  designated  utility  corridor  exists 
along  the  eastern  boundary  of  the  WSA  and  extends  one-half  mile 
into  it  (EIS,  p.  133) .  Aside  from  the  prejudicial  nature  of 
drawing  a  wilderness  boundary  to  include  a  utility  corridor  within 
its  boundaries,  we  checked  the  Final  Yum*  District 
Management  Plan  and  f al  led  to  find  any  such  designated  corr 
Map  fl,  which  shows  utility  corridors.  Unless  you  can  | 
further  document at  ion,  we  quest  ion  whether  such  a  corridor  hail 
ever  been  designated.  There  is  presumably  an  existing  right-of-way 
associated  with  the  gas  pipeline,  but  this  is  different  from  out- 
understand  ing  of  a  "desi gnated  utility  corridor. " 
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ow  much?  It  is  interesting  to  note  that  what  is  presented 
st  successful  gold  mini;  in  the  Yuma  District,  the  Cyprus 
rently  under  development,   is  NOT  in  a  WSA  and  is   NOT   a 
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In  the  South  Trigo  WSA,  BLM  admits  that  mining  would  be  confined 
to  only  part  of  the  WSA  (th©  north  and  east;  EIS,  p.  189)  but  that 
the  western  and  southern  parts  of  the  WSA  would  remain  natural 
because  of  no  mining.  It  is  obvious  BLM  thus  should  have 
considered  a  partial  wildeness  alternative  for  this  WSA.  The  South 
Trigo  WSA  is  adjacent  to  FWS-endorsed  proposed  wilderness  on  the 
Imperial  National  Wildlife  Refuge.  While  tho  EIS  states  that  the 
South  Trigo  WSA  "could"  have  outstanding  solitude  and  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  only  when  considered  in  conjunction  with 
proposed  Wilderness  on  the  adjacent  refuge,  the  fact  is  that  the 
South  Trigo  WSA  MUST  be  considered  in  conjunction  with  the 
proposed  wilderness  on  the  refuge  because  another  administrative 
agency  of  tho  U.S.  Government  has  already  endorsed  the  refuge 
wilderneos.  Thus  the  South  Trigo  WSA  DOES  (not  could)  have 
outstanding  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  by 
virtue  of  FWS  already  recommend Ing  the  adjacent  refuge  area  for 
wilderness.  We  also  note  that  BLM  states  that  in  spite  of  some 
past  mining  activity,  the  South  Trigo  nevertheless  has  retained 
its  naturftlness  (EIS,  p.  137). 
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WSA  and  .outturn  part  of  the  TriQo  WSA  is  that  it  Mill  advnvwly 
of  feet  the  *dni »  nistrat  ivoly-pndfr'jud  wi  ldsrniti  on  the  Imperial 
National  Wildlife  Refuse.  In  addition,  mining  comapnies  may  seek 
access  to  the  Colorado  River  for  Mater  or  transport.  This  Mould 
put  tremendous  pressure  on  wilderness  on  the  Imperial  Refuge.  P 
clear  designation  of  wilderness  on  the  Trigo  and  South  Trigo  WSAo 
would  indicate  the  Federal  Government' s  intention  of  protecting 
wilderness  values  in  this  scenic  and  Mild  area,  while  allowing 
valid  existing  mining  rights  to  be  exercised. 

In  comparing  the  Trigo  and  South  Trigo  relationships  between  local 
short— term  uses  of  man's  Loic]  environment  and  the  maintenance  and 
enhancement  of  long-term  productivity  (E1S,  pp.  ISO  and  193)  there 
Is  a  curious  and  probably  untenable  contrast.  For  the  Trigos, 
mineral  production  would  cause  a  loss  of  wilderness  values,  while 
for  the  South  Trlgos,  mining  would  harm  naturalness,  "but  over 
time  the  disturbed  areas  would  revegatate  and  return  to  natural 
condition."  This  is  inconsistent — Mhy  wouldn't  the  impacts  be 
similar  in  the  two  WSAs?  It  also  appears  that  BLM  is  arguing  both 
ways  in  the  South  Trigos.  First,  the  whole  WSA  is  eliminated  from 
wilderness  because  mining  would  be  inconsistent  with  wilderness 
values.  Then  BLM  argues  that  the  effects  of  the  mining  are  not 
that  substantial  because  the  area  would  revegetate  and  look 
natural  after  an  unspecified  period  of  time.  If  the  impacts  of 
mining  in  the  South  Trigo  will  be  of  so  little  significance,  why 
can't  the  area  be  designated  wilderness? 

Mining  Impacts  on  wildlife  also  support  deisgnatlon  of  all  of  both 
WSAs.  The  entire  Trigo  USA  is  crucial  Bighorn' Sheep  habitat,  and 
possibly  habitat  for  the  Federal  Candidate  Yuma  Puma.  These 
animals  need  large,  relatively  undisturbed  areas.  In  the  South 
Trigo  USA,  the  all  wilderness  alternative  would  protect  4000  acres 
of  Bighorn  Sheep  habitat,  while  the  BLM  proposed  action  would 
allow  not  only  destruction  on  the  520  acres  dedicated  to  mining, 
but  also  over  a  larger  area  of  1350  acres. 

Wildlife  at  the  proposed  wators  in  Sections  14  and  15  of  T.  3  S. , 
R.  S3  W.  would  be  much  more  subject  to  disturbance  if  Clip  Wash 
were  open  to  motor  vehicles.  Besides  Bighorn  Sheep,  both  USAs  have 
a  variety  of  special  status  wi ldl ife  which  adds  to  the 
attractiveness  of  the  areas  as  wilderness.  The  Trigo  WSO  has  the 
second  most  suitable  habitat  for  special  status  species  in  the 
Yuma  District,  Mhlle  the  South  Trigo  USA,  one  of  the  smaller  In 
the  District,  nevertheless  is  third  in  suitability  for  special 
status  species  In  terms  of  number  of  species  represented. 

DRV  use  of  this  artta  clearly  does  not  warrant  exclusions  from 
wilderness.  The  combined  Trigo  and  Souuth  Trigo  USAs  contain  about 
3.  Sit  of  the  surface  aroa  of  the  Yuma  District,  but  only  about  1% 
of  motorized  vehicle-use  days  per  year  in  the  Yuma  District].  In 
the  proposed  action,  the  EI5  falls  to  assess  the  impacts  of 
vehicle  use  of  CI ip  Wash  on  the  adminlotrat  ively  -endorsed 
wilderness  in  the  Imperial  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  not  to 
mention   straying  from  the  wash  into  wilderness  in  the  Trigo   USA. 
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and  others  not  involved  in  provisioning  the  horseback  riders  will 
be  attracted  by  Clip, Wash  being  open  to  motorized  vehicle  traffic. 

BLM  has  fai led  to  consider  how  these  horseback  rides  could 
continue  m! thout  requiring  motor  vehicle  use  of  Clip  Wash.  It 
seems  reason* 1 bo  to  expect  that  a  group  on  horseback  could 
traverse  the  5  1/2-6  mile  distance  of  Clip  Wash  in  the  USA  In  one 
day.  It  also  seems  reasonable  to  assume  that  these  horseback  rides 
would  not  occur  during  summer  when  more  water  in  required  and  both 
horse  and  rider  would  be  stressed  whether  inside  or  outside  a 
wi lderness.  BLM  could  bui Id  campsites  so  as  to  encourage  riders  to 
leave  the  wilderness  for  provisions  that  could  not  be  carried 
into  the  wilderness,  then  return  to  the  Milderness  to  ride  some 
mora.  Clip  Wash  Is  too  important  to  Maintenance  of  wilderness 
values  to  leave  it  open  to  vehicles  and  further  subdivide  the 
original  Trigo  WSA  <5-23>  which  already  has  been  split  into  two 
units  (5-23A  and  5-23B). 


BLM' s   assert  ion   that   there 
"displaced"   by   designation 
unconvincing.   How  did   BLM  ■ 
already  so  little  0RV  use 


i   for   DRV   i 

wi lderness 
lion?   There 


this  area   anyway. 


BLM  has  excluded  a  large  area  In  the  northwest  of  the  WSA  on  the 
basis  that  it  is  of  lowor  wilderness  quality.  We  note  that  BLM 
does  not  contend  this  arita  lacks  wilderness  qualities)  merely  that 
it  is  of  lower  quality  than  other  parts  of  the  MSA.  However,  this 
■  lower  qual ity"  part  of  the  USA  should  not  be  excluded  solely 
because  it  is  not  as  spectacular  as  the  rest  of  the  USA.  BLM  had 
an  opportunity  to  disqualify  this  area  from  further  consideration 
for  wi lderneso  as  part  of  the  intensive  inventory  phase.  BLM  did 
not  exclude  it  at  that  time.  Now  BLM  is  setting  artificially  high 
standards  in  evaluat Ing  this  part  of  the  USA  for  wi lderness 
designation.  This  area  doos  have  wilderness  qualities  and  should 
be  designated  wilderness. 


These  two  USA*  represent 
large  area  of  truly  "* 
opportunity  should  not  bi 
now,   it   will  be  gone  as 

future. 


an  opportunity  to  protect 
i Id"   wi lderness   close 

missed,   because  if  it  i 
wilderness  \ 


relatively 
close  to  Yuma.  This 
if  it  is  not  grasped 
arc  destroyed   in   the 
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MUGGINS  MOUNTAINS  (WSA  H5-53P.) 


for   excluding   5600   acres 
the  Proposed  Action  is  diffir 
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Most  of  the 
purportedly  to 
has   excluded  4 
360  acres  (E1S, 
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xclusion  is  on  the  eastern  side  of  the  WSR, 
1  low  development  of  uranium  deposits.  However,  BLM 
00  acres  because  of  possible  mining  on  less  than 
p.  206).  There  are  two  ways  to  view  this.  First, 
it  seems  an  excessive  exclusion  to  us.  But  of  it  isn't,  this  USA 
needs  all  the  protection  it  can  get  through  wilderness  designation 
to  protect  it  from  extensively  damaging  mining.  However,  the  whole 
argument  that  a  large  part  of  the  WSA  should  be  excluded  from 
wilderness  to  allow  mining  vanishes  when  we  discover  that  not  only 
does  BLM  consider  the  area  to  be  of  only  moderate  potential  and 
only  for  uranium,  but  also  that  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  doesn't 
even  classl fy  the  mineral  deposits  in  this  area  as  a  resource! 
(EIS,  p.  150).  There  are  other  areas  even  in  the  State  of  Arizona 
which  are  much  more  promising  for  uranium.  BLM  should  not  deny 
wi lderness  status  to  <  in  your  own  est  imat  ion)  an  outstanding 
wi lderness  with  at  boat  mediocre  mineral  potent  ial.  It  Just 
doesn'  t  make  sense.  Moreover,  arty  mining  that  might  occur  under 
valid  exist ing  righto  would  be  the  same  in  the  Proposed  Act  ion  and 
the  All  Wilderness  Alternative  and  even  the  No  Action  Alternative. 
We  agree  with  BLM  that  the  minor  placer  area  in  the  north  should 
be  left  out  and  commend  BLM  for  recognizing  the  wi lderness  values 
in  that  cose.  Moreover,  there  are  only  9  claims  in  this  WSA  and 
all  claims  are    post -FLPMA. 

As  for  the  apron  water  catchment,  this  could  be  built  within  a 
wilderness.  Therefore,  BLM  need  not  exclude  part  of  the  WSA  for 
this  reason.  However,  we  wonder  about  BLM' s  seriousness  to  protect 
wildlife  in  this  WSA  when  on  the  one  hand  water  source 
developments  are  proposed  whi le  on  the  other  under  the  Proposed 
Alternative  mining  would  damage  Bighorn  Sheep  habitat.  With  an 
estimated  two  sheep  in  the  WSA,  they  need  all  the  protection  they 
can  get.  On  the  other  hand,  If  the  population  is  going  to  remain 
at  two  sheep  tor  less)  because  of  mining  impacts,  do  they  really 
need  the  new  water  source?  And  if  BLM  claims  human  visitors  to  the 
area  would  be  affected  by  mining  impacts  over  4500  acres,  why 
would  the  sheep  only  be  affected  by  mining  over  the  330  acres  of 
direct  mining  (EIS,  p.  20&) ?  Either  the  sheep  would  be  affected 
More  or  the  humans  less  in  our  estimation. 

BLM  should  include  Muggins  Wash  in  the  wi lderness  proposal. 
Leaving  it  open  to  vehicle  use  will  only  encourage  illegal  0RV  use 
in  the  wilderness.  It  provides  a  penetration  route  which  will  lead 
to  straying  and  confusion  as  to  whether  washes  in  the  wi lderness 
are  Open  to  DRV  use.  Moreover,  the  area  is  not  really  popular  for 
0RV  use  compared  to  other  non-USA  areas  in  the  Yuma  District.  The 
Muggins  Mountains  USA  contains  1.21X  of  the  araa  of  the  Yuma 
District,  but  support  only  O. 79X  of  motorized  vehicle  use  (as 
measured  by  visitor  days  per  year).  In  addition,  in  the  Summary  of 
Impacts  (Table  2-4,  p.  100)  BLM  estimates  that  All  Uilderness 
would  "displace"  only  30  visitor  days  per  year  more  of  motorized 
vehicle  use  than  BLM' s  Proposed  Action  (430  vs.  400).  There  is  no 
reason  to  keep  Muggins  Wash  open  to  mot or i zed  vehicle  use  given 
the  outstanding  wilderness  qualities  of  this  area. 
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The 


Bill 


northwest  also  doesn' t  make  sense.  It 
excludes  some  rugged  habitat  arid  draws  the  boundary  closer  to  the 
spectacular  formations  of  the  western  part  of  the  WSA,  such  as 
Klothos  Temple.  If  BLM  is  going  to  change  the  boundary,  it  would 
Just  as  much  sense  (if  not  more)  to  use  Long  Mountain   Wash. 


the 

.  boun 


acular   landfo 


but 


The  need  to  designate  all  of  this  WSA  to  protect  its  outstanding 
qualities  Is  shown  by  BLM* s  estimate  that  SOX  of  the  area  not 
designated  by  the  Proposed  Act  iori  would  have  wi lderness  values 
adversely  affected.  Moreover,  this  area  would  provide  super 1 at  ive 
wilderness  close  to  Yuma,  which  needs  a  diversity  of  close 
recreational  experiences  from  developed  to  dispersed.  The  Muggins 
Mountains  are  one  area  which  could  support  dispersed, 
wilderness-oriented  recreation.  Rock  climbing  la  an  additional 
feature  that  would  attract  people  from  throughout  Arizona-  and 
Southern  California. 


He   will   submit  comments  i 
Thank  you  for  the  opportun 
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date. 
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YUMA  AUDUBON  SOCIETY 

P. D.  BOX  6395 
YUMA,  AR I  ZONA   B536<. 


Darwin  Snel  1 

District  Manager 

U.S.  Bureau  of  Land  Man. 

Yuma  District  Office 

3 ISO  Winsor  Avenue 

P. 0.  Box  5680 

Yuma,  fir  j  ion*   85365 

Oear  Darwin: 

The   fol lowing  concl udc 

District  miuiMaam  jam 


Yuma  Audubon's  comments  on  the  Draft   Yuma 
ronmtnt*)  Impact  Statement  (EIS). 


NEEDLES  EAST  ADDITION  (USA  #5-5B) 


This   small   but   high 
wilderness  by  BLM.   The 
to  non-m  1  derness  uses, 
to  wilderness  quality  in 

BLM  f ai Is  to  even  g  i ve 
wilderness  IEIS,  p.  19), 
would  be  destroyed  by  fa 
159).  The  entire  unit  I 
crucial  Bighorn  Sheep  I 
Register  cultural  resoun 


quality   USA   should   be   recommended   for 
impacts  of  bo  doing  would  be  insignificant 
while  designation  would  add  signi  f  leant  ly 
•.  the  Yuma  District. 

i  a  rationale  for  excluding  this  USA  from 
n  Iderness  quality  in  25X  of  the  USA 
;o  designate  it  wilderness  (fc'IS,   p. 


a   potent lal   Nat  tonal 


USA  is  adjacent  to  administ rat i vely-ondorsed   wilderi 
,J'ife  Refuge  and  includes   part 


Nat 


Mohave  Mountains.  BLM 
opportunities  for  soliti 
when  considered  with 
proposal  (EIS,  p.  109). 
area  is  ana lagous  to  thi 
a  1  so  round  out  a  mount  a i 
the  vast  Majority  of  thi 
an  adjacent  uni t. 

e  also  question  BLM' s 
No  Ui  Iderness)  nonmot": 
hange  (EIS,  p.  139) .  Si 
ilderness   quality,   th 


does 


outs 


>f   th 


<de  and  primitive  and  unconfined 

the   adjacent   Havasu   Refuge    wilderness 

Proposing  wilderness  designation  for  this 

i  Kofa  Addition  units  (S-3l  and  S-33)  which 

n  range  under  wilderness  designation  where 
r  T-ange  has  been  proposed  for  wilderness  in 


assessment  that  under  the  Proposed  Action 
riEed  recreation  opportunities  would  not 
nee  £5X  of  the  area  would  suffer  a  loss  of 
is  cert a  inly  would  affect  the   opport  unity 
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wilderness.   BLM   w*i 1  knows  that  development  and   maintenance   of 
wildlife   waters  *rm   quite  generally  consistent   with   wilderness 


management. 

BLM  pT-esents 

lo  eonvin 

why  some, 

but   not 

development  s 

must  be  outs 

de  the  w 

descript ion 

(EI  5,   p.   30 

makes  i 

develop   the 

same  type  of 

wildl  ifo 

alternative, 

and  so  BLM  should. 

BLM's   final 

reason  for  * 

eluding 

wilderness 

eeommendat ion 

is  to  el 

indeed, 

of   the   wildlife   Mater 

ness.   The  All   Uilderness 

ar  that   BLM   could   still 

r   catchments   under   that 


rly  half  of   this   MGA   from 

liminate  high  mineral   potential 

mw-m    are  any    high  potential  mineral  area* 

n.  The  EIS  tent  mentions   only   moderate 

tal  mineralization"  (p.  117).  The  map  on 

n  p.   113  show   areas   of   nigh   mineral 

ontains  only  moderate  mineral  potential. 

Mi Idernesa. 

ch  should  be  explored 

potential 

111  allow 


areas.  However,  whether  t 

in   this  USA  is  in  quest l 

potential  for  "metallic  m 

p.    US   and   the   table 

potential.   If  this  area  i 

this  IS  hardly  a  reason  to  exclude 

There  arm       high  potential  areas  elsewhei 

and   developed   first.   Even  if  there  are  high   Mil 

areas  in  this  USA,  designation  of  all  wilderness  wo. 

development  of  the  large  mine  (but  not  the  smaller  l 

allowable  mining  under  the  All  Uilderness  Alternative,   wilderness 

quality   would   be   impaired  on  only  0.6*  of   the   USA,   and   this 

includes   not   only   the  large  mine  but  also   the   wildlife   water 

catchments  (EIS,  p.   166).  This  is  a  strong  caoe  for  designation  of 

the  whole  USA. 

In  addition,  it  appears  that  if  there  arm  areas  of  high  mineral 
potential  (and  this  is  in  doubt),  more  of  the  USA  was  excluded  in 
the  northwest  and  southwest  than  needs  to  be  for  high  mineral 
potential  (overlaying  Map  3-5,  p.  u&  on  Map  a-6,  p.  28) 


0       furthe< 

Thi 5  USA  I 
District. 
disturbed 
disturbance  would  be  preven 

And   although   BLM  proposes 


problem  with  the  Proponed  Action  is  that   the   Bighorn 

ng  are*    are       virtually  outside  wilderness   protection. 

'argest  Bighorn  Sheep  herd  of  any  USA  in  the  Yuma 

of  Bighorn  Sheep  lambing  grounds   would   be 

Proposed   Action   (EIS,    p.    165).    This 

I  under  AH  Uilderness  (EIS,  p.  16&J. 

■  close  part  of  the   USA   to   vehicle 


fty  ac 


Proposed  Act 


ng  the  1 
by 


ing  season  (would  this  also  apply  to  mining 
choosing  the  All  Uilderness  Alternative,  BLM 
signate  more  outstanding  wilderness  than  in  the 
ut  protect  the  Bighorn  Sheep  yeai — round  as  well 
Iff  also  note  that  this  USA  contains  five  potential  National 
egister  cultural  resources  sites  which  could  well  use  the 
protection  wilderness  status  affords. 

le  also  find  an  inconsistency  in  BLM's  assessment  of  the  impact  of 
pining  on  the  USA.  In  the  section  on  "Irreversible  and 
rretrievable  Commitments  of  Resources"  (EIS,  p.  163),  BLM  states 
Iderness  values  on  only  333  acres.  Yet 
Iderness  Values"  on  p.  165,  BLM 
uld  bo  impaired  over  a  larger  arm* 
ft  inconsistency. 


in  the  section  on  "Impacts 
itaten  that  wilderness  values 
>f  £548  acres.  Please  resove  t 


for    nonmotori  zed   recreat  ion. 
recr eat  ion   will  avoid  the  area  - 
quality  occur. 

BLM  should  select  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative  for  this  USA. 

MOHAVE  UOSH  (USA  #5-7C/5 -46/^-53 ) 

The  ent ire  unit  should  be  desi gnatod  wt Iderness,  prov idi ng  the 
Yuma  District's  largest  wilderness  and  One  which  contains  great 
diver  si  t  y.  BLM'  s  r-at  lonale  for  exel  usion,  which  would  carve  up 
this  area     into  three  separate  wi  Iderr.esses,   does  not  stand  up   to 


.mmend  BL 
:inity 


■f  th 


Br  i  iona  (and  indeed 
known   (a  mixed  bless 
(and  protected  in  the 


ill  Ui 1 1 iams  and  its 


ill  Willi 


i  to  re 


■  the  state).  Ue  believe  that 
ng)  it  would  be  spoken  of  in 
same  way)  as  Aravaipa  Canyon, 

■LANET  PEAK  (USA  #5-13) 


•ere  it   batter 


Iderness  are    ' 


ins  for  exclusion  of  parts  ^f  the  area  from 
irovidc  easy  access  to  "developed  areas  near  the 
liundary"  and  to  "fol  low  geograph  ic  feat  ures"  (EIS,  pp.  £7, 
BLM  r,ever  explains  what  these  "developed  are  as"  are  nor  why 
to  them  through  the  USA  i s  so  necessary.  Me  note  in  BLM'  a 
nap  on  p.  .»B  that  the  west  boundary  includes  State  Highway  95  on 
:he  southwest  and  a  dirt  road  on  the  northwest,  providing  ample 
»ccess  .  to  the  west  boundary  of  the  USA  since  these  roads  are  the 
aoundary.  Similarly,  BLM  never  explains  why  the  boundary  should 
follow  the  geographic  features  BLM  has  chosen  for  the  Proposed 
lotion.  The  USA  boundaries,  which  should  form  the  (single) 
-i Iderness  boundary  are  not  unl ike  other  USAs  where  BLM  has 
Jed  full  or  partial  wilderness. 

BLM's  rationale  for  exclusion  of  much  of  the  area 
.  to  cherrystem  vehicle  ways  to  al! 
above,  BLM  never  explains  why  this  sCCeSl 
So  people  can  drive  then-  ORVs  and  degrade  the  wi  ld( 
of  this  area-1  It  is  instructive  to  note  that  wh : 
contains  8. 7*  of  the  »rea  of  the  YuMa  District,  only  3. SX  of  the 
District's  motorised  vehicle  visitor  days  occur  there  (data 
derived  from  EIS,  p.  lc*,  17  and  Yuma  District  RMP,  pp.  1,  £0).  The 
Proposed  Action  would  protect  wilderness  from  vehicle  use 
impairment  on  only  10  miles  of  vehicle  ways  while  leaving  open  40 
mile*  of  vehicle  ways  for,  among  other  purposes,  "recreational 
^.-wheeling"  (EIS,  p.  £7).  This  is  too  high  a  price  to  pay  in 
dest ruct  ion  of  wi  Iderness  qual  1 1 y.  Motorized  uses  can  occur 
outside  of  USAs  and  should,  but  one  can  only  experience  wi Iderness 
qualities  in  a  wi  Iderness.  Moreover,  a  significant  portion  ,;■  f 
these  vehicle  ways  would  have  to  be  closed  half  of  the  year  under 
BLM' s  Proposed  Act  ion  to  protect  Bighorn  Sheep  lambing  are**.  It 
mi  ght   as   wel  1   be  closed  the  whole  year   in  ■:-ramr       to   simpl  i  f  y 
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I  BLM  for  recognising  the  substantial  wi 
WSA  by  proposing  to  designate  93*  of  it 
te  believe  that  choosing  the  011  Uilderness  would  not 
iour,table  difficulties.  Under  the  Proposed  fllternati 
'*'-«   would   adversely  affect  50   acres 


(CIS 


I  Another'  part  Of  ! 
from  wilderness 
access .  As  a  bo ve 


i mpac  t   much   g  rea  t e> 

Commitments  of  Reso. 
dest ruct ion  of  Bigf 
commitment  of  Bighorr 
would  not  prevent  all 
valid  existing  rights, 
valid  existing  rights. 

One  of  the  most  attract 
possibility   of   rock 


_   less 

p.   173).  Since  Bighorn   Sheep  am       so 

50  acres  of  lost  habitat  could  have   an 

i  the  sire  of   the   lost   habitat   Might 

-etrievable 

Lcate  that 
>rr,  Sheep  habitat  would  be  ah  irretrievable 
Sheep.   Excluding  the  whole  USA  from   mining 


(EIS, 


176)  fails 


lUt   it 


■   public 
quality 


I  prevent  mining  Impacts  beyond 


tures  of  this  USA  is  the 
i  All  Uilderness  would 
i  the  greatest  number  (£00 


.tatement  that  I 
opportunit les. 


Iderness  Alt 


MOU  1  d 
the 

the   Proposed 


CACTUS  PLAIN  (WSA  "5-14A/B) 
EAST  CACTUS  PLAIN  (WSA  #3-17) 


We  commend  BLM  for  re 
for  wi Iderness  status, 
the  East  Cactus  PI  a  It- 
Cactus   Plain   WSA   ir 


recognizes  its 


ile 


igh  . 


BLM    has   also   excluded   parts   o*   this   USA  fr* 

recommendat ion   in  order  to  allow  for  maintenance  o 
wildlife   water  developments  and  construct  ion  and 
two  new  wildlife  waters.  However,  BLM  al so  proposes 
existing  wildlife  waters  within  the  Proposed  Act  ion 
also   to   construct  two  new  wildlife  waters   within 


As  you 
WSA  is  t 

quality. 

.  i  q  ue 


of  the  East  Cact 
ong  ma 


t  Pla 


USB 


least  the  equal  of   the   adjacent 
We  also  a.-e   glad   to   see   BLM's 

■■•  most  of  the  Cactus  Plain,   which 

'i  Iderness  qual  it  teu. 


However,  we  believe  that  BLM  could 
Che  area  excluded  from  wilderness  i 
Action  for  the  Cactus  Plain  WSA  wi 
difficulty.  BLM's  rationale  for-  e 
side  of  the  Cactus  Plain  USA  intllui 


elude  all  or  virtually  all  of 
ommendat i on  i n  BLM' s  Proposed 
ut  facing  any  insurmountable 
usion  of  a  strip  on  the  west 
six  factors.  We  will  look  at 
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hese  impediments  Cto  BLM, 


be  overcome. 
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(cf.  EIS,  pp.  47,  50) 
by  BLM  for  this   »re 


ent ly  only  ba 


■  WSA, 


1)   "CO]  How   development  of  I 
northwest   part"   (EIS,   p. 

resources  under-  valid  existing  rights  co 
northwest  part  of  the  WSR  became  wi Idernes 
The  smdl 1  amount  of  exploration  anticipat 
could  not.  However,  reports  on  the  quality 
the  Cactus  Plain  WSA  are  confusing.  I 
interest.   But  the  barium  is  in  the  si 

the  excluded  northwestern  part.  The  Bureau  of  Mines  says  there  is 
no  metal  lie  mineral i ration,  while  the  Geological  Survey  says  there 
is  moderate  to  high  potent  ial  for  metal  lie  mineral izat  ion.  Only  17 
claims  are  involved,  a  very  small  number  for  so  large  an  area,  and 
it  is  not  clear  if  all  those  are  concentrated  iri  the  excluded 
north went  port  ion  of  the  WSA.  In  fact,  there  Must  be  a 
typographical  error,  because  the  anticipated  exploration  in  T.  5 
N. ,  R.  18  W.  ,  Sees.  14  and  33,  is  not  even  within  the  Cactus  Plain 
WSA  (EIS,  p.  52).  Further,  Map  3-5  on  p.  127  shows  only  moderate 
mineral  potent  ial  in  the  northwest  corner  of  the  WSfi.  The  high 
potential  area  is  shown  on  this  map  as  in  the  southeast  of  the 
WSfi,  and  BUM  already  exel uded  a  considerable  port  ion  of  this  area 
from  the  WSfi  during  the  inventory  phase,  and  is  riot  proposing  to 
exclude  any  more.  Final ly,  BLM  recommended  all  of  the  East  Cactus 
Plain  in  spite  of  the  presence  of  an  a,r"sa  of  moderate  mineral 
potential.  The  same  should  be  done  for  the  Cactus  Plain  WSfi  for 
consistency  and  to  recognize  the  high  quality  wilderness  in  the 
Cactus  Plain  WSfi. 


"[Facilitate 
part"    (EIS, 
improvements  a 
;uppo 


motorized  access  to  range  improvements  in  northern 
p.  47) .  BLM  never  explains  where  these  range 
"e,  nor  why  motorized  access  is  necessary.  Lacking 
it  appears  that  this  factor  was  added  after  the 
decision  was  already  made  to  exclude  part  of  the  WSfi  from 
wilderness,  with  the  hope  that  it  would  intensify  the  rationale 
for  exclusion.  BLM  is  well  aware  that  grazing  is  permitted  in 
wilderness  and  that  access  to  range  improvements  is  guaranteed. 
The  only  provisos  are  that  the  means  of  access  must  be  the  minimum 
tool  to  get  the  Job  done  and  any  range  developments  must  benefit 
wi  lderness  values,  not  solely  1  i  vestock.  This  is  a  srnal  1  price  to 
pay  in  order  to  both  preserve  wi lderness  values  and  permit 
grazing.  Lacking  any  documentation,  it  is  no  price  to  pay  at  all. 

"Efl]void  contflict  with  Native  Bmerican  spiritual  values 
associated  with  Black  Peak"  (EIS,  p.  47).  figain,  BLM  fails  to 
document  how  denying  wilderness  status  to  part  of  the  WSfi  would 
achieve  the  goal.  If  anything,  the  mining  in  the  northwest 
port  ion,  which  could  be  more  extensive  under  the  Proposed 
Alternat  i ve  than  the  fill  Wi lderness  filter native,  would  more 
great ly  affect  adjacent  Black  Peak.  We  would  th  ink  that  wi lderness 
Status  would  better  protect  spiritual  values  unless  motorized 
access  is  needed  to  the  area  for  rel i  g  ious  purposes.  The  way  the 
rat  ionale  is  written  now,  using  this  factor  as  a  reason  for 
exclusion  of  part  of  the  WSfi  from  wilderness  makes  little  sense. 
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all  of  the  WSfi   for 


KDFfi  UNIT  3  SOUTHERN  ADDITION  (WSfi  #5-31) 
KDFfl  UNIT  4  NORTHERN  RDDITIQN  (WSfi  #5-33) 
KDFfi  UNIT  4  SOUTHERN  fiDDITION  (WSfi  #3-34) 

Those  three  units  are  integral  parts  of  the  Castle  Dome  Mountains, 
especially  Kofa  3  South  and  Kofa  4  North,  which  include  one  end  of 
the  Castle  Domes.  The  adjacent  area  on  the  Kofa  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  (NWR)  has  been  recommended  for  wilderness  by  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (FWS> .  In  addition,  the  most  efficient  and 
consistent  way  to  manage  these  units  under  wilderness  status  would 
be  to  transfer  them  to  FWS  as  additions  to  the  Kofa  NWR. 
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!        (see    EIS, 

?  evaluate  WSOe  and  fails  to  conform 
and  Management  Act  (FLPMfl) f  the 
al  Environmental  Policy  Ret  (NEPfl). 

In  all  cases,  failure  to  designate  all  or  part  of  those  three  WSRs 
as  wilderness,  as  under  the  Proposed  fictions,  would  result  in 
destruction  of  wilderness  values.  In  Kofa  3  South,  BLM  estimates 
this  would  occur  on  45X  of  the  WSfi.  In  Kofa  4  North,  BLM' s 
proposal  would  allow  destruction  of  wilderness  values  on  86X  of 
the  undesignated  area.  Part  of  BLM' s  rationale  for  exclusion  in 
this  WSfi  is  to  create  "distinct  geographical  features"  as  a 
boundary  for  wilderness.  In  other  cases,  BLM  has  argued  that 
natural  features  are  too  hard  to  find  for  survey  purposes  and  that 
section  lines  ar-e  better.  Apparently  whichever  argument  suits 
BLM' S  convenience  is  used,  depending  on  the  area.  This  is  also 
arbitrary  and  capricious.  In  Kofa  4  South,  the  largest  of  the 
three,  wi  lderness  desi  gnat  ion  of  the  ent  ire  area  would  maintain 
wilderness  characteristics  on  9S%  of  the  WSfi  (BLM's  own  estimate), 
while  BLM's  Proponed  fiction  would  maintain  wilderness  quality  on 
only  SOX  of  the  WSfi.  BLM  even  admits  that  Kofa  4  South  has 
outstanding  sol i t ude  and  pr imi t  ivp  and  unconf ined  recreat  ion  when 
included  with  agency-proposed  wilderness  on  the  Kofa  NWR.  We 
contend  that  it  also  has  these  qualities  by  itself.  Haven't  you 
viewed  the  Castle  Domes  from  this  WSfi  at  sunset  and  been  struck  by 
their  stark  beauty  that  conceals  on  a  large  scale  yet  reveals  on 
closer  examination  the  surprise  of  special  status  species  like 
Desert  Bighorn  Sheep  and  Desert  Tortoise  and  perhaps  even  the 
flamboyant  firizona  Oueen-of-the-Night  Cactus? 

We   disagree  with  BLM1 s  contention  tha< 
will  remain  unchanged  in  Kofa  3  South  , 
Proposed  fiction  (EIS,   pp.  197,  £01). 
admitted  by  BLM  in  the  EIS),  wi  ldemes 
those    WSfls    under   BLM' s   Proposed 
(wi lderness-related)   recreation   will 
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"CUlse  Osborne  Wash  as  part  of  the  boundary"  (EIS,  p,  47).  Once 
again,  BLM  provides  no  support  for  exclusion  from  wi lderness 
beyond  this  brief  statement.  Why  would  this  improve  the  quality  of 
the  potential  wilderness?  Where  would  it  occur?  BLM  uhould  have  to 
provide  greater  support  than  this  in  order  to  disqualify  part  of 
this  WSA  from  wilderness  recommendation. 

"  [fijecomodate  the  transfer  of  3,325  acres  to  the  State  of  Arizona" 
(EIS,  p.  47).  Dn  the  same  page,  BLM  states  that  only  £0  acres 
would  be  required  for  a  proposed  new  Parker  townsite.  Why  would  so 
much  additional  land  be  transferred  to  the  State  of  Arizona?  There 
appears  to  be  no  compelling  need  for  so  much  land.  We  also  fail  to 
understand  why  Parker,  dependent  on  watei — based  recreation,  wants 
to  turn  inward,  away  from  the  river,  for  a  townsite.  It  doetn ' t 
make  sense  to  sacrifice  high  quality  wilderness  in  order  to 
accomodate  a  town' s  dubious  decision.  Before  this  area  be  marked 
for  disposal,  there  should  be  a  clear  assessment  of  alternatives 
for  a  new  Parker  townsite.  To  our  knowledge,  this  has  never  been 
done.  Even  if  one  grants  that  there  should  be  a  townsite  on 
wilderness  quality  land  (thereby  depriving  it  of  its  wilderness 
qualities),  3,325  acres  seems  excessive. 

" [fi]ccomodate  development  in  a  designated  utility  corridor  along 
the  western  boundary"  (EIS,  p.  471.  Why  is  there  a  utility 
corridor  in  potential  wilderness?  We  are  not  convinced  that  a 
power line  couldn't  follow  a  route  which  would  keep  it  out  of  the 
WSfi.  We  also  note  that  BLM  decided  to  deny  5  miles  of  powerline 
right-of-way  in  the  East  Cactus  Plain  WSfi  (EIS,  p.  58).  BLM  should 
do  the  same  for  the  Cactus  Plain  WSfi  in  order  to  protect  its 
wi lderness  values. 
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Closing  these  three,  relatively  small  areas  t> 
use  would  have  little  impact  on  vehicle  use  in 
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i  BLM  mentions  that  these  three  WSfls  s.<~c  used  by 
drivers  of  motorized  vehicles  as  access  points  to  the  Kofa  Refuge 
(EIS,  pp.  142,  144,  145).  But  according  to  the  Kofa  National 
■lildlife   Refuge 
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We  also  note  some  of  BLM's  own 
impacts  the  Proposed  fil ternat  i 
recommended  for  wilderness:  90* 
suffer  impairment  of  wi lderness  v 
could  rise  from  90  to  £550  visito 
are  very  likely  interesting  and  r, 
the  WSfi  which  could  attract  visitors  and  need 
such  as  a  probable  rare  species  of  St ephanomer 
'lis   denudata   (Woolly  Heads).  The   Fede 


the  undesignated 
es,  and  motorized 
ays /year  (EIS,  p. 


ea   would 
<).   There 


is  prohibited."  There  are  no  designated  routes  in  the  Kofa  Refuge 
that  are  accessed  by  these  WSAs  and  such  pract  ice  const  it utea 
illegal  entry  to  the  refuge.  This  is  just  another  reason  why  these 
three  WSfis  should  be  designated  wilderness.  Such  designation  would 
better  control  illegal  entry  to  the  refuge,  and  if  the  three  areas 
were  transferred  to  FWS,  BLM  would  not  have  to  enforce  the 
wilderness  regulations  for  the  area. 

Neither  Kofa  3  South  nor  Kofa  4  South  have  any  apparent  history  of 
past  mining,  nor  do  they  have  any  mineral  potential.  There  are  no 
illic  minerals  in  Kofa  4  North.  Only  the  possible 
er>ce  of  zeolite  leads  BLM  to  overrate  the  mineral  potential  of 
ea  as  high.  This  area  is  limited  to  a  small  part  on  the 
boundary  of  the  WSfi.  Yet  BLM  has  eliminated  a  strip  on  the 
north  of  the  WSA  in  spite  of  its  lack  of  any  mineral  potential. 
The  zeol i te  deposit  could  apparent ly  be  developed  under  val id 
existing  rights  even  if  the  area  were  designated  wi lderness,  so  it 
would  not  be  adversely  affected  under  wi Lderness  designation. 
Quite  frankly,  we  find  it  a  waste  of  our  precious  environment  to 
exploit  this  area  and  destroy  its  beauty  for  a  material  which  will 
wind  up  in  people's  water  softeners.  Surely  there  aro  other,  More 
suitable  locations  for  exploiting  this  material  and  we  would 
encourage  BLM  to  promote  such  development  elsewhere. 
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Under  "Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot  Be  Avoided"  and  "Irreversible 
and  Irretrievable  Commitments  of  Resources"  (EIS,  p.  173),  BLM 
claims  that  only  £0  acres  will  be  affected  (in  the  former)  and  76 
acres  (in  the  latter).  Yet  on  pp.  178-179  BLM  states  that  in  the 
area  BLM  doesn' t  recommend  for  wi lderness,  wi lderness  values  would 
be  affected  adversely  on  3100  acres  from  Mining,  6500  acres  from 
an  electric  powerline,  and  BOO  acres  from  the  Parker  townsite.  We 
believe  using  these  higher  figures  in  the  sections  on  unavoidable 
ad  verse   i  rnpac  t  ■   and   resource   commi  t  Writ  ment  ■   WOU  Id   be    more 
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*— p  I  I  Bighorn   Sheep. 


hole  area  of  all  three  of  these  WSAs  co 
t.  Yet  the  EIS  does  a  poor  job  of  a 
lderness   designation  of  these  ars^s    on 

iteup  on  Kofa  3  South  fails  completely 
The  writeup  of  Kofa  4  South  fails 


The   whole  .  ■  :ains  Bighorn   Sheep 

ing   impacts   of 
Bi  ghorn   Sheep. 

i  the  impacts   on 

ne  Summary  of  Impacts  table  (EIS,  p,  99).  For  Kofa  4 

s  nothing  in  the  last  three  sect  ions  of  the  Proposed 

<n       loss  of  Bighorn  Sheep  habitat   ("Adverse   Impacts 

Which   Cannot  Be  Avoided, "  "Relationship  Between  Local   Short-term 

Uses   of  Man's  Environment  and  the  Maintenance  and  Enhancement   of 

Long-term    Productivity, "     "Irreversible    and     Irretrievable 

Commitments  of  Resources,")  on  pp.  199-£00.  There  should  be. 
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asoni ng  i neons i stent  in  comparing  your 
bis  zeolite  mining  activity  on  humans  and 
199  of  the  EIS,  BLM  states  that  the  mine 
And   that   sol  it ude   and   primit  i ve    and 
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mconf  ined  r-scnsat  ion  opportunities  would  suffer  on  450  acres 
because  of  minify  and  motorized  vehicle  traffic.  If.  addition,  on 
p.  198,  BLM  states  that  "visitors'  perception  of  naturalness" 
would  bo  lost  or  at  least  impaired  on  the  whole  excluded  area  of 
380  acres.  Yet  in  assessing  impacts  on  Bighorn  iiheup,  BLM  claims 
that  mining  would  affect  only  31.  £  acres  of  crucial  Bighorn  Sheep 
habitat  (EIS,  p.  193),  The  sheep  should  be  at  least  as  sensitive 
as  humans  to  habitat  disturbance.  The  whole  USA  i:i  crucial  Bighorn 
Sheep  habitat.  In  fact,  we  know  that  Bighorn  Sheep  are  very 
sensitive  to  habitat  disturbance.  On  what  basis  does  BLM  claim 
that  the  sheep,  which  occupy  the  area  more  ofton  than  humans,  will 
be  leas  disturbed  by  the  mining  than  humans'  Please  Explain.  In 
addition,  BLM  then  goes  on  (EIS,  p.  £00)  to  say  that  the  aheep 
will  just  have  to  get  out  of  the  way  of  the  mine  and  move  to  "less 
favorable  areas."  The  impacts  of  this  move  to  these  unspecified 
"less  favorable  areas"  are  never  dressed.  They  should  be. 
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of  this  area's  analysis  by  OLM  is  ignoring  that  this  unit  1* 
adjacent  to  an  adrninistrat  ively-  endorsed  wilderness  of  £4-90-  acres 
on  the  Imperial  National  Wildlife  Refuge.  Combining  the  LitUu 
Picacho  Addition  and  the  Imperial  Refuge  areas  gives  SS406  acres, 
which  exceeds  the  5000  acrett  minimum  requirement  for  wilderness 
areas.  Surely  BLM  should  revise  the  EIS  to  state  that  Little 
Picacho  has  Outstanding  sol i  t ude  and  prim  it  i ve  and  unconf i ned 
recreation  when  considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  contiguous 
Imperial  Refuge  agency  -endorsed  wilderness  area,  apart  from  any 
consideration  with  the  adjacent  COCfl  Little  Picacho  WSA. 

i BO  ever,  though  DLM  gives  no  rationale  for" 
wilderness  on  pp.  11-TH  of  the  EIS,  the 
the  CDCO  Little  Picacho  USA  were  not 
designated  wilderness,  Little  Picacho  Addition  Should  not  be 
designated  by  itsiolf  because  it  is  not  "outstanding"  enough  on  its 
own.  But  while  BLM  may  dismiss  the  adjacent  CDCA  W5A,  BLM  'cannot 
dismiss  another  agency's  existing  i-ecommendat  ion  for  wi  Idernesis  in 
an  adjacent  area  on  the  Imperial  National  Wildlife  Refuge.  Beyond 
this,   BLM  must  take  into  consideration  that  in  spite  of   the   BLM 
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that   even   if   there    tMn 
rr-ness  proposal  on  the  Imperial  Refuge  i 
in  the   CDCft,   nevertheless   Little   Picacho 
ecommended  for  wilderness.    It  is   q   highly 

ansa  are  largely  to  undeveloped  areas,  giving  a  feel  inn  of 
pt'lmit  ivenes'ji  and  lack  of  confinement.  fh«  area  adjacent  to  the 
northaant  part  of  this  wsa,  which  is  on  the  Imperial  National 
Wildlife  Hefuga,  is  closed  to  public  entry  from  October  to  March 
of  each  year  (the. north  end  of  Ferguson  Lake).  Designating  little 
Picacho  Addition  a  wilderness  would  be  mutually  beneficial.  The 
Imperial  Refuge  would  receive  protection  from  the  Little  Picach" 
Addition  Wilderness  and  the  wilderness  would  pwi 
from  tha  '.seasonal  public  entry  closure  at  Fergus 
the   cooler   months   when  the  majority  of   people 
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As  alluded  bo  above,  BLM  f*i  la  t.:,  prea, 
rejecting  this  area  for  wilderness  designate 
8  (pp.  77-79)  not-  Chapter  't  (pp.  SOS-BOS)  . 
■hOUld  be  a) located  "to  other  resource  uses. 
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of  the  aiua 
this  WSA,   nonmotorised  recreation  outnumbers  motorized  recreation 
by  a  ratio  of  13  to  1.  Motorized  vehicle  use  r*apt*wi|*nt H  Only  tl.QtSM 
of  total  motori^K-d  vehicle  use  in  the  Yuma  District. 

The  presentation  of  mineral  potential  is  confusing.  While  Tablw 
3-3  en  p.  113  of  the  EI5  indicates  that  I9£0  acres  of  the  USA  .ire 
neral  potential.  Map  3-1  on  p.  U£  and  the  text  on  p.  147 
hat  the  mineral  potenti.il  is  only  moderate.  Moreover,  ever, 
he  All  Wildernwam  .alternative  some  mining  could  occur.  Mora 
cant,  however,  designating  this  area  wi  Idcr-netim  would 
a  highly  uewnic,  accessible  wilderness  close  to  Vuma, 
wnicn  naedu  a  variety  of  developed  and  less  intensive  recreation 
Opportunities.  There  is  already  abundant  mining  in  the  Picacho 
area,  leaving  scars  on  the  landscape.  Surely  Little  Picacho 
Addition  could  be  Maintained  in  i  natural  stats  ae  as  to  provide 
variety  rather  than  letting  mining  occur  anywhere  and  everywhere 
In  a  highly  sieifiriic  arm*. 


state 


Moreover,  thtf  WSA  i<i  all  crucial  Bigho 
states  (p.  304),  failure  to  designate 
impact   all  of  habitat  as  a  result  of  i 
this   W3n  may  harbor  11  special  status 
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;reation   (EIS,   p. 

lderness  valuaa  i 
solitude  and  primiti' 

100*  of  the  WSH. 
Wi  lderness  al  ternat  i> 
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the  Proposed  Action"  (No  Ui  lder-ness)  there 
ex ist  i  ng  Opportunities  for  nonmot  or  i  zed 
804).   But   according   to   the   impacts   on 

tion  on  p.  203  and  Table)  £-'♦  (p.  gg>, 
and  unconf ined  recreation  would  be  affected 
et  according  to  Tabic  8-*,  under  the  All 
even  if  mining  occurs  in  the  WSA  (and  it 
lues  on  91K  of  the  WStt  would  be  unaffected. 


BLM'u  choice  is  clear:  recommend  the  area  for  wilder 
maintain  its  scenic  qualities,  solitude,  primitive  and  u 
recreation,  predominant  nonmotori led  recreat  ion  use,  Bigh. 
"-  special  status  wildlife,   or  fail  to  recommend 
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ADDITIONS  TO  CALIFORNIP,  DESERT  CONSERVATION  P.SER  WSAS 

We  have  already  discussed  the  Little  Picacho  Peak  Addition  abov. 
Here  we  will  discuss  the  remaining  seven  such  areas.  None  of  tl 
seven,  save  Whipple  Mountains  Addition,  have  any  miner- 
potential,  and  even  in  the  Whipple*,  this  is  only  modera 
potential.  Since  BLM  has  recommended  most  of  the  Whipple  Mountai. 
for   wi lderness   (which   act  ion 
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DEAD  MOUNTAINS  NORTHERN  ADDITION  (WSA  M5- 1  ) 
DEAD  MOUNTAINS  SOUTHERN  ADDITION  (WSA  «5-£) 


n  ■ 

BLM 

ind 

CA 

tes. 

«iil 

trj 

tally 

d 

St 

-oyed 

by 

ess 

Pr 

Jposed 

He 

mot 

ri 

:ed  ve 

lie 

a   powerline 
Jreas  accou 


We  rea l i 
against 

wi lderne 
rei'ummen 


days,  in  the 

that  the  BLM  California  Dese,- 
lderness  for  the  adjacent  Deai 
0  acknowledge  that  the  Dead  Mi 
in  the  Cranston  California  1 
mending  that  whatever  Congress 
ain;;  WiJA  in  the  California  Desert  D 
e  two  Head  Mountains  Addition*. 


let. 


ict  has  recommended 
a ins  WSft.  But  BLM 
s  were  inci uded  as 
Protection  Act  by 
'S   about   the   Dead 


CHSMGHUeVI  MOUNTAINS  ADDITION  (USA  H5 -. 


pro 

J,  Dot 

art 

ortoi- 

e  and  possibly  ever 

Bighorn 

is 

also 

a  po 

cjfvL  i 

1  Nat 

onal  Register 

culti 

ral  r-esou 

wou 

gedy 

to  BBC 

rifice  this  k 

nd  01 

araa   to 

pip 

.'  1 1  ne 

and 

the 

Burea 

of  Reel amat i 

n'  s  i 

nsat  table 

rip 

-ap. 

Uuari 

las  should 

be  located  in 

sensitive 

our 

appear  a  tic 

Of  P 

lot  Knob  is  a 

good 

example  o 

happen   to   this 

rea  i  f  Rec I amat  i  on 

s  ai; 

qua 

r-ry. 

Ttle  t 

djac 

nt  CDCCI  WSA  has  bee 

recc 

by 

&LM. 

The 

Yuma  Dittt 

iet  should  al 

o  ret 

ommend   t 

CHEMCHUEyi/NEE-DLES  HDOI'IIUN  (WSA 
upport  BLM*  s  recoi.imeridat  ion  i 


Addition   WOO,   all 
designated   wi lderness. 
recommendation  for  this 


simi lar  to  those  for 


WHIPPLE  MOUNTAINS  ADDITION  (USA  H5- 


done   well  m  their  r-ecommendiit  ion  Tor   this   are 
recommend  location  of  the  proposed  powerline 

of  the  WSA  can  be  designated.   Althouyli 


hat  all  , 

his  WSH  ha 

as  a  highly  desi 

California  are 
o  Verde  and  Sagu. 


itde 


of  th 


feat  ur. 
dost  in 


.tio 


29 


however 


ithdr-awl.  Are  these  claii 


f.|U  I 


ith 


&r\y 


some  of  the  other  areas 
i  why  these  areas  sh 
IS IB,  pp.  SB,  fcl).  There  is  no  mineral  potential,  a 
are  covered  by  a  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawl.  In 
being  in  a  highly  scenic  ari^a,  wildlife  and  cultura 
provide  abundant  -.pecial  values  these  *r&*x.  Doth  are. 
have  habitat  suitable  for  a  large  number  of  special  st. 
in  relation  to  Uiei.  si.:..'  (t£IS,  p.  105).  Big  Maria  S. 
most  abundant  cultural  resources,  including  fourteen ! 
Register  suitable  kiLui,  within  a  few  miles  of  each 
including  possibly  the  uinyle  moat  important  site  i 
District,  LUacI*  Point  Geoylyph- 


lf   these  WSAs  are  not  designated  wilde 
Nlldernanu  valuus  will  be  destroyed  on 

35*   of   Dig  Maria  South.   Yet  these  tw 
0.34*   oP  motorized  visitor  use  days  in 

Ifc 


..ess,        BLM    irst  ii 
!>V    of    Dig    Maria 

WSAs    combined 
the   Yuma    Dlsfcr  L. 


473 


the**; 

WSfi5 

M« 

<ld    b 

a   bt 

-it     D«l 

ved    by 

roft 

th* 

t 

he 

A.M 

Call' 

D 

•  9* 

rial 

HI 

d«r 

t*US 

for 

the 

adjaoo 

I 

««'•' 

above, 

BLM 

who 

..Id    a 

EC-     ,-lCl' 

A 

ri.n 

it 

usn-.. 

,he    C. 

'«htt 

JftM    L'. 

It fftrn 

a 

rue 

MMI 

ltd 

hat 

what 

irvfti- 

Cong. 

■Bfl    dors 

uhoi 

Id 

be  d. 

no 

■nth 

thu 

tibial  ler    add  i 

CDCR      WS« 


li 


OINBNAL    comments 

*  congratulate  1>lm  an  «n  excellent  y 
reccmmer.dat  ions  for  the-  Yum*  TJiatri. 
pr-opoial-j  yet  to  cow*;  out  by  BLM  in 
recogni  mtd.  The  d  i  f  f  erence  bet  ween 
tier  draft  llesourci'  Ndndgmvnl  Plan  I 
e    difference    butwutn    night     and    day. 


We  Itope  that  BLM  Hill  use  t  h.  1 1>  public  cor.iment  per 
the       proposal,  and       we       f»«l        it       (Kiuld       bi?st 

recommending  More  of  the  WUHs  for-  w i  lderneiit..  T 
BLM' s  good  pi-«.pob*l  into  J  truly  out  stand  in 
vubmitted  detailed  coi.iment-  above  support  in(|  why 
more    of    many    of    the    WSfls    should    be    recOMi.iended    fo 


lid 


ildti 


hat     tit 

nwd        b 


lilt  I 


at     thosw    Mr'IMO    found     to 
the    critui-m       of       Ml  ldtrrness,        bet 
already    undergone    r-igoi'ty -j       it'ler 

e    only    *    portion    of    the    Yuma    Diutr 

ai.    occur    in    one       area.        But       wmut 


tur-e    that 

they    cor.fl 

(-t.     I 

.    tha 

scatud    roi 

different 

yiiu«   \i 

i  tha 

ivity     ir,    ■ 

omo    place. 

When 

lOOpl 

those  uses  are  !■«  different  ii 
cauir,  different  areas;  must  he 
all     can    pursue    their     favorite 

are  mining  an  urea,  they  don't  want  cue  Will  ty-'-oekwr-.  m  U.e  way 
Of  equipment  and  hazardous  area-;..  The  Mined  ursa  Uecoi.tes  dtrvolod 
to  predominant  ly  a  smglt  Utltt,  and  bpjf.i  it-j  madis  for  many  y»;a,--.. 
afterwards.  Indeed,  the  claim  may  become  patented  and  no  longer 
part  of  the  public  iJtMMUn  but  private  property.  ;'iimi  la-'ly, 
wi  Klerr.ess  '.-.euker*.  don't  want  it.  encounter  a  scarred  landscape  and 
have    Co    dodge    moving    vehicle-i. 


30 


BLM      has      el  i  m  t  r.a 

ed       parti,    of    some      WS(ls       from       then        wi  Iderr.i 

recommend  at  l»nt)    o 

'    the    tiaSla    that    UUtth    areas    luvi    high    o.-    Mode* 

mineral     potential 

However,        what     BLM    has    n...t     done     in    this    KIG 

evaluate   th.v   wh.,,1 

district     Tor-     it-,    mineral     potential,        .u.    Iidil 

be    dune    for.  hi  Ide 

ness     in    the    tf  is.tr  icl     m    deteri.n  nin()    which       ar 

should    bf   di".,iynn 

ed    WSfla.     Even    the    final     Me-jour-ce    Management     P 

in  very  uketchy    i 

.    locating    high    potential    mineral     area':    and    th 

tt)    no   niap    of    Mine 

-a I     potential     in    lihd    HMI*    uoMpai-aOU.'    with    the    m 

in   the   wilderness 

Ulil.        (low    fni      beyond    I  ho    UCKta    do    these    areai; 

high    Mineral    potential    JHtend'J       Uh*r..    t  i  .„  ■    jn:    llim:    hiyrl       mini.' 

potent  lal       ai  i.'au 

not        ii-,    MBflu'1       It    makes.    UOT<««    to       UKe       the       h 

You  Imvb  dontr  nell  in  your 
even  better,  and  look  for 
your   final   reC'/himendat  ion 


Conser-vat  ion  Chairman 


i-i.'commondat  ivns;   w^  know  you   can   do 

iard  to  working  with  you  in   developing 

Thank  you  for-   the   opuort  unity   to 


would    not    bh   a 

fee ted. 

In   itew*   QaWi, 

BLM   halt    trliminat 

potent lal ,        an 

then    f.,..-    only    on 

(H,  g.  ,        Muijgin 

Mount  ai  ns    WSfl)  . 

avai  table    iti    i. 

e    i.<vent     i»f    nat  Ion 

mining       c-.tr.    co 

.t  li'.ul.'-        However, 

wild«>Lnir--s,   on 

h«    grounds    that     t 

opffni,       the      wh 

■  In      of    thu   rujuct 

»lltlt.,T,L-.!.          va 

U«b      i-*.:-uld       bu    p>- 

and  grandfalh 


andl'ath 
mining, 
prUVSd 


hey  coindemn 


m»»1 1 

ng     » 

ildi 

r-nwus 

mar 

.igei.irnt       t 

«gu) 

at  i  on-. 

1  ndwi'd, 

a  1  red 

dy       t 

tsen 

done 

on 

SLM 

.-dm  in 

lite. 

«d       la 

ir.       fir- 

qua! 

ty   w 

idw 

net.',    at 

eai 

wo 

.Id    bo 

uaci 

tficad 

)* 

ut    t.;.    p 

a       1 

tt  It) 

1'    ducin 

■ 

hi         wil 

citcr 

ment- 

wo  i 

Id    be     i 

iit.t 

.111 

'"    ■■""    ' 

amt 

u i ned . 

W8Aa 

havr.' 

bee. 

UlM     It 

a-jt 

do 

i.rablu    Uf 

di.    in 

hi 

«iUti'< 

st;.r«Jpoin 

..f 

duvelof. 

Mbr 

I. 

loadu 

r.d    l 

c-v.-],.p 

«.■ 

USflb 

ivjdltii.. 

Tliwy 

..■       llov«i 

or  (.mi 

rart. 

DfiV 

„lL,r 

i.. 

O          (.1*1 

Ct6 

t     4 

Itrttly 

..tt. 

,'K.ted    to 

MWOft       i 

DiKtt 

ict. 

Un 

ng    BLM" 

U      Ih 

at  a 

.■;3K 

of   thu  t)i-.. 

r- 

et    iv,   i 

only 

t«W 

V 

bit 

■i-    use 

day 

■■l-i-ui 

wgp.ii. 

OCX 

1'  hi.  ■ 

Ol'l 

rtd    v.s 

to. 

'*«* 

1    d..y., 

*«' 

.-   Oii-S 

rD 

of  win 

Vmi.1,. 

UtQ 

i-ie 

m  ldii-rm 

(.« 

arujrt. 

aru 

not    or. 

ly 

...f          lot. 

national 

nip... 

».  ant.i.-. 

Tl 

it. 

iat't    ..• 

'    thi 

..•owrtt 

y 

....     vn-L 

ir,    p. 

1*6«U 

-■  »'H 

rel.it  lv 

(,ly     1,( 

ii*'  af 

•fl".   ^ 

r   w  i  j  tl 

-•i- 

at  tr. 

Ctiv 

!      to 

backpai 

I' Or 

;., 

■ocl(    K 

imbi 

.•it,    pii 

>t 

.gi-api.cr' 

and     fctvdc- 

iti. 

f    rmti.li 

p   wf.er 

most 

•  f    tl 

L-     I'Wbt 

o 

the    Ul. 

i-J     h 

tlor 

y    c 

Id    and 

th. 

•a     ii 

riattr-a 

tt  VI 

t>t 

t.     a  Ita 

outdi 

Or 

tr.;purier.lrHl 

!lo 

itiiwai. 

ei  ■■ 

fir  i  ao 

■a 

and 

Cat  i 

Ol  Ml 

■j  td   lun 

.  ...ii 

LlHi    r.iout 

dwu 

.-ud  wi 

Mf.'      doit 

39 


CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE 


November  ZO,  1987 


Mr.  Darwin  Snell,  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Yuma  District  Office 
P.O.  Box  5680 
Yuma,  AZ   85365 

Dear  Mr.  Snell: 

The  Board  of  Directors  ot  the  Yuma  Chamber  of  Commerce  would 
like  to  express  strong  opposition  to  the  proposed 
establishment  of  additional  wilderness  areas  in  Yuma  County. 
The  residents  ot  this  county  have  utilized  these  lands,  that 
are  under  consideration  for  recreational  purposes,  since  the 
founding  of  the  City  or  Yuma  in  the  1800's. 

Since  that  time,  the  Department  of  Defense  has  established 
the  Army's  Yuma  Proving  Ground  (YPG)  and  the  Marine  Corps 
Air  Station  (MCAS) .  YPG  has  taken  a  large  portion  of  land 
out  of  civilian  use  Cor  a  test  facility,  a  gunnery  range 
was  established  for  pilot  training  that  encompasses  most  of 
eastern  Yuma  county  that  is  administered  by  MCAS.  Also, 
there  are  two  Indian  reservations  in  Yuma  County,  along  with 
numerous  wildlife  refuges. 

We  value  the  military  in  Yuma  and  recognize  the  need  for 
these  facilities;   however,  for   the  government   to   further 

I  encumber  our  opportunity  for  recreation  by  the  establishment 
of  a  wilderness  area  is,  in  our  opinion,  beyond  reason.  It 
should  be  pointed  out  that  local  citizens  have  been  trucking 
water  for  wildlife  into  these  proposed  areas.  The 
establishment  of  a  wilderness  area  would  prohibit  the 
vehicles,  and  tha  wildlife  would  perish. 


377  South  Wain  Street 


Yuma,  Arliona  85364 
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Local  residents  feel  strongly  that  this  is  being  done  for 
a  few  activists  who  seldom  use  our  desert  lands.  Wo  are 
asking  that  you  vehemently  oppose   this  program  in  order   to 
preserve  our  access  to  these  valuable  resources. 

Sincerely, 


&Cot*. 


Anne  Stewart,  Chairman 
Yuma  County  Chamber  of 
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The  Yuma  Valley  Rod  &  Gun  Club,  Inc. 


Dear  Sir, 

I  am  responding  to  wilderness  in  the  Yuma  district.   I  am 
against  wilderness  because  of  the  amount  of  land  surrounding 
Yuma  that  is  already  unusable  due  to  government  control.   Yuma 
being  the  third  largest  metropolitan  area  in  the  state  needs 
accessible  land  for  recreational  U3e  of  all  forms.   As  Yuma  grows 
so  does  the  need  for  useable  land  for  recreation.   The  setting 
aside  of  wilderness  for  a  few  individuals  who  unfortunately  think 
they  are  doing  what  is  best  for  all  is  not  in  the  best  interest 
of  anyone. 

Wilderness  ia  not  supposed  to  be  a  withdrawal  of  public 
lands,  it  is  supposed  to  be  multiple  use.   But  only  under  certain 
circumstances  will  hunting  and  mineral  development  be  allowed. 
Access  will  be  by  foot  only  in  most  cases  unless  a  valid  claim 
or  grazing  lease  exist,  then  only  those  possessing  the  lease  or 
claim  will  have  access  by  vehical. 

Mot  only  will  people  not  benefit  from  "wilderness,  but  wild- 
life will  alsc  be  the  loccr.   The  fact  is  wildlife,  deer  and 
bighorn  sheep  have  been  on  the  increase  due  to  modern  management 
practices.   That  means  the  U3e  of  heavy  equipment  to  build  or 
maintain  water  holes  in  the  desert  will  not  be  possible.   Under 
wilderness  there  will  be  a  minimum  tool  requirement  to  repair  or 
maintain  existing  water  holes.   This  represents  a  problem  because 
who  will  decide  what  minimum  tool  is. 

.ifho  will  guarantee  that  if  heavy  equipment  needs  to  be  used, 
the  Sierra  Club  or  Sarth  First  to  name  a  few,  won't  file  suit  and 
stop  work  preventing  the  maintenance  or  building  of  water  holes. 
Without  water  animals  or  their  young  will  die.   If  that  happens 
everybody  will  be  a  loser.   During  the  summer  months  water  has 
to  be  hauled  to  catchments  for  animals  to  survive.   There  is  no 
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The  Yuma  Valley  Rod  &  Gun  Club,  Inc. 


September    22,    1987 


Dear    Mr.    Snell, 

in  view  of  the  tuna  District  Draft  Environmental  Irapac 
Statement,    we    oppose    wilderness    designation    to    areas    of    the    Yum 

District.  In  addition,  we  oppose  wilderness  designation  to  al 
other    BLM   wilderness    proposals    throughout    the    State. 

We  are  opposing  designating  BLM  lands  as  wilderness  because  o 
the  problems  we  will  see  with  wildlife  management,  access,  an 
having  another  way  to  either  restrict  or  disallow  our  right  t 
hunt,    fish,    and    trap    on    public    lands. 


The  Yuma  Valley  Rod  &  Gun  Club,  Inc. 


Until  th. 


BLM 


to 


Tha-riks  ffy    your  tin 

/Jon  Fugate/     v 
^Wilderness  Committee  Chairman 
Yuma  Valley  Rod  f.  Gun  Club 
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guarantee  that  practice  will  be  able  to  continue  under  wilderness. 

With  the  closeness  of  Yuma  Proving  Ground  and  under  a  primary 
flight  pattern,  It  would  be  impossible  to  have  a  wilderness  ex- 
perience.  Between  guns  going  off  at  YPG  and  jets  going  overhead, 
solitude  will  be  impossible.   The  Trigos  and  Muggins  are  bordered 
by  YPC.   The  Kofas  3,  <*  north,  and  4  south  are  bordered  by  highway 
95,  a.   major  thoroughfare.   The  Trigos  and  Muggins  have  a  high 
mineral  potential.   There  is  also  a  high  mineral  potential  in  Kofa 
i*  south. 

The  Trigos,  Muggins, Kofa  3,  ft  north,  and  ^  south  do  not  fit 
the  criteria  for  wilderness.   The  Trigos  and  Muggins  because  of 
mining,  recreational  useage,  and  lack  of  solitude  do  not  qualify. 
The  Kofas  unit  3,  k   north,  and  b   south  do  not  meet  the  criteria 
because  lack  of  acreage  and  could  only  be  accepted  if  the  Kofa 
National  wildlife  refuge  becomes  wilderness.   It  also  does  not 
qualify  because  of  the  closeness  to  a  major  highway,  mining,  the 
amount  of  roads,  and  the  amount  of  recreational  useage  by  off 
road  vehicles  in  the  area. 


Jon  Fugatc 

Yuma   Valley   Rod   &  Gun   Clu 

2428   13th  Place 

Yuma,   AZ.      85364 


Thank   You, 
Larry   Knight 

<iw>4,  <*r-  ttsur 
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August  23,    1987 


HF 


ZIA 


INTERPRETIVE  SERVICES 

WAYNE  D.  RANNEY 

EDUCATOR.  CBOLDCasT,  WILDERNESS  GUIDE 


District  ManaRer,  BTJ.l 
Yuma  District  Office 
P.O.  Box  5680 
Yuma,  AZ  85365 

Dear  District  Manager  1 

Thank  vou  for  the  opportunity  to  respond  to  your  Draft  Wilderness  EIS. 
T  would  first  like  to  say  that  I  am  a  wilderness  advocate  who  believes 
in  the  fair  and  intelligent  designation  of  portions  of  Arizona  for  pres- 
ervation.  This  means  that  I  am  in  favor  of  wilderness  designation  for 
some  Yuma  District  lands  but  with  the  blessing  and  agreement  of  the 
mining,  ORV,  and  retlrment  communities.   I  believe  that  wa  can  both 
have  a  record  or  decision  that  will  be  satisfactory  to  all  of  us. 

The  major  problem  that  I  see  with  your  proposed  action  is  that  It  creates 
"areas  of  antagonism"  in  the  Yuma  District.   Boudaries  are  drawn  around 
WSA's  that  are  irregular  and  confusing.   Small  WSA's  are  recommended  for 
wilderness  next  to  high  potential  mineral  areas.   These  decisions  will 
only  pit  wilderness  advocates  in  close  proximity  to  other  interests. 
In  essence,  you  have  tried  to  please  everyone  by  maximizing  acreage  for 
both  camps.   What  you  will  find  is  that  this  compromising'  will  make 
management  a  nightmare  in  the  future. 


wilderness  area: 
What  this  doi 


What  I  propose,  is  that  you  designate  lei 

Yuma  District  but  of  a  larger  acreage  area. 

a  true  wilderness  area  that  is  not  compromised  by  nearby  mining  or 

ORV  usaee.   People  will  look  to  the  Cactus  Plain,  Trigo  Mountains,  or 

Mojave  Wash/crossman  Peak  and  know  that  that  is  a  large  wilderness  area 

and  thus  not  a  place  for  intrusion.   The  larger  area  will  actually  help 

to  self -manage  that  area.   it  is  a  self  perpetuating  wilderness.   Under 

your  proposed  action  there  will  be  some  hard  to  manage,  highly  conflictive 

wilderness  areas.   Doesn't  it  make  sense  to  have  wilderness  zones  and 

motorized  zones  as  opposed  to  small,  hard  to  manage  islands  of  conflicting 

use? 

I  believe  that  all  WSA's  that  are  additions  to  other  wilderness  or  WSA's 
should  be  added.   If  an  area  is  already  a  wilderness  then  an  addition 
can  help  preserve  that  designation.   We  may  have  to  sacrifice  some  mining 
potential,  but  in  other  areas  we  will  sacrifice  wilderness  potential. 
Additions  are  good  management  policy,   I  would  further  recommend  the 
creation  of  the  following  large  wilderness  areas  1  1)  Mojave  Wash/ 
Grossman  Peak  1^1,995  acres,  2)    Cactus  Plain/East  Cactus  Plain  84,650 
acres  and  3)  Trigo  Mountains/South  Trigo  Mountains  40,370  acreB,   This 
should  make  management  by  BLW  possible  and  release  all  other  areas  for 
multiple  use.   I  favor  the  release  of  all  other  areas  in  this  report. 

My  major  concern  is  that  wilderness  will  be  too  close  to  other  uses. 
A  100,000  acre  wilderness  is  more  wilderness  than  two  areas  of  50,000 
acres  eachl   Please  -  larger,  fewer  wilderness  areas  for  Yumal 

Thank  you , 

Wayne   Ranney  q 
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2921  BE  ^5nl  Stro-H 

U4hthouBt    Point,    Florida    5J064 

Sapttobar  26,.   1?&7 

DlBtrlct  Mi^DaEsr 

Bur»tU    Of    Land    Hltingeaer,', 

Zuw  Diitrlct  Orflfio 
5150  Vloaor  Aianua 

r*o*  sex  yseo 

Turn,  Arliooa  P5565 

C««r  Diatriot  Hinngart 

I  ur««   that    all    2?  Wlldernaaa   Study  Araai   totaling   595,22?  ncrae    ba    doalgnatad 

vlldamaoa..     r  h»v*  bean  to  Arizona   tain.     Thaia   araaa  are   naedad  es  wllderneai 

tn  th«lr  prlnltlw*.   raoreatlbn«lr  aoanlc,   natural,   and   wildlife   T»lu«**     Thank 

70U  for  thl'a  opportunity  to  coaaant*. 


Reed   3ooord 
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The  Honorable  Bob  Stump 
5001  Federal  Building 
Phoenix.  Arizona   B5Q25 


August  31.  1987 

Yuma   District   Advisory 
spending  to  non- renewable 
resources . 

Congressman  Stump: 

I  wish  to  thank  you  for  consideration  in 
reappointing  me  to  the  BLK  Advi  sory  Council .  I 
shall  be  happy  to  serve  for  another  two  year  term. 

Your  assistant.  Lisa  Jackson  request  my  comments 
regarding  the  recent  draft  of  the  wilderness 
enviroment  impact  statements-  1  have  carefully 
considered  the  material  and  my  comments  are 
enclosed. 


\Ja)nes  R.Ttruell 
[registered  Engineer 


cc:  Darwin  Snell 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Yuma,  Ari zona 
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JAMES  R.  YOUELL   REGISTERED  ENGINEER 

Box  338,  Wenden,  Arizona  85357 

Telephone  (602)  859-3491 


After  careful  consideration  of  the  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  for  the  Yuma  District  and  adjoining  areas,  these  are 
my  concerns: 

Management  of  strictly  regulated  wilderness  use  areas  that  are 
not  a  contiguous  unit,  (adjoining  parcels)  brings  about 
administrative,  law  enforcement,  transportation  and  judicial 
conflicts  with  the  present  mission  of  the  BLM  and  other 
Interior  agencies.  This  added  fiscal  burden  upon  the 
taxpayer  is  not  necessary.  The  Yuma  District  of  the  BLM  has 
pioneered  an  effort  of  public  involvement  in  the  volunteer 
participation  movement  (L.T.V.A.  -  Long  Term  Visitor  Area) 
that  is  consistent  with  the  multiple  use  plan  In  effect  now. 
Establishing  more  wilderness  areas  is  not  compatible  with  the 
multi-use  plan. 

The  mm'.ralized  zone  extending  on  both  sides  of  the  Colorado 
River  some  seventy  miles  is  evident  from  Central  Baja 
California  through  California,  Arizona,  and  arking  westerly 
through  Nevada.  Characteristically,  the  visible  outcrops  are 
in  the  mountains  while  the  val leys  between  are  covered  with 
alluvium.  The  ore  deposits  under  the  alluvium  were  not.  until 
recent  technological  developments,  tar get able  except  through 
wildcat  drilling  for  evaporites,  or  when  searching  for  water. 

The  latest  geo-computer  enhanced  satellite  imagery  has 
pin-pointed  a  Baja  deposit  heretofore  unknown  except  for  minor 
surface  outcrops.  The  political  economic  impact  on  the 
population  can  benefit  mankind  and  through  Involved 
participants,  the  wildlife  can  be  protected,  the  cultural 
history  enjoyed  through  public  awareness  and  the  participation 
of  the  users  and  retired  users  who  fiercely  protect  the 
environment. 

Locking  up  and  forcefully  restricting  entry  for  all  but  a  few 
extremely  hearty  individuals  will  deprive  the  majority  of  the 
population  the  variety  of  outdoor  activities  they  now  enjoy; 
it  will  also  indirectly  withold  the  use  of  the  strategic 
mi  neral s  included  1 n  these  areas  -  tungsten,  manganese, 
mercury,  thorium,  yi  ttrium....-  that  are  present  in  the  final 
revision  draft  recommendations. 

Of  course,  there  are  also  the  economic  and  industri  al 
minerals  prevalent  in  these  areas;  gold,  silver,  platinum, 
copper,  evapori  tes  (magnesium,  potassium,  boron)  and  potential 
geothermal  power. 


My  recommendati o 
DO  NOT  lock  them 


s  to  manage  and  develop  these  resources 
and  throw  away  the  key. 


but 
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4300    S.  *%«><}  95.  1ftm*  *4f 


U.S.B.L.M. 

Mr.  J.  D.  Snell,  Dist.  Mgr 
3150  Winsor  Avenue, 
Yuma,  Arizona  8536^ 

Dear  Mr.  Snell 1 

I  am  writing  concerning  the  possibility  of 
turning  part  or  all  of  the  Kofa  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  into  a  wilderness  area. 

The  Kofa* 9  contain  some  of  the  roughest 
roads  in  all  of  Arizona,  most  of  which  can- 
not be  traveled,  without  great  cars,  by  two 
wheeled  vehicles.   Regulations  now  inforoe 
designate  how  and  where  you  can  camp.   If 
you  wish  to  truly  enjoy  the  beauty  of  the 
area  you  must  travel  by  foot  (respecting 
the  posted  regs).   Maps  with  the  reg's  are 
available  at  all  entrances  to  the  area.   I 
would  hope  anyone  entering  would  pick  up  one 
of  the  brouchures  and  abide  by  it. 

I  can  see  no  coherant  reason  for  designat- 
ing the  Kofa  National  Wildlife  Refuge  a 
"wilderness  area". 

Respectfully  yours, 


riot* 


Gushing  Lord 

A   Refuge   user  and 


House    "  I  nTiftfaSr 
Customized  Sportswear 
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ROBIN  O.  SILVER.   M.  D. 


Jjfc&W  4*tHd*  *WW  #$*&$*& 
Sua  nf*.$*£P 


U.S.  UUREAU  W    LANn  HANAGKHENT  11)  6  87 

J.  DARWIN  SNELL,  DIST.  nCR. 
31-50  S1NSOR  AVE. 
YUI1A,  ARIZONA  nWJbH 

DKAR  HR.  yNELL. 

THIS  LETTER  IS  BEiNC  WRITTEN,  AND  IS  S1GNEU  BY.  TBRKE 

c;enkrations  of  unn  have  caiipeu  and  huntkd  on  the  kofa 

NATIONAL  Ull.ULlPB  REFUGE.   THE  AUTHORS  HAVE  HUNTEtl  OH  CABPBD 
ON  THE  RBFUCB  FOR  THE  PAST  1F>  YEARS,  IN  ALL  AREAS.   THKSK 
ARE  OUR  VIRUS  CONCERNING  ANY  ATTEMPT  TO  TURN  ANY  V'ART  OF  THE 
R6PUGB  into  H1LDEHNB9S  AREA. 

TURNING  ANY  PART  OF  THE  REFUGE  INTO  A  H1L08RNBSG  AREA 
SBERS  TO  RE  FOOLISH,  AT  ITS  LEAST,  AND  AT  BEST  IT  IS  ANOTHER 
EXAMPLE  OF  OVER  GOVERNING  BY  A  GOVERNP1ENT  AGENCY. 

THE  KOFA-S  ARE  CRISS  GROSSED  BY  BOHB  OP  THE  ROUGHEST  OF 
ROADS  IN  ARIZONA   HOST  OF  UH1CH  CANNOT  BE  TRAVELED  AT  ANY 
SPEED  BY  2-UHF.EL  URIVE  VEHICLES-   REGULATIONS  NOU  IN  FORCE 
(ALL  OF  HHICI]  UK  AGREE  WITH)  REQUIRE  VISITORS  TO  CAHP  UITH1N 
100  FEET  OF  ANY  OF  THESE  ROADS.   IN  ORDER  FOR  ANYONE  TO  SEE 
AND  APPRECIATE  THE  VAST  BEAUTY  OP  THE  REGION.  ONE  S1UST 
VENTURE  OFF  THE  ROAD  BY  FOOT.   SOtlE  OF  THE  OL0BR  MINING 
ROADS  HAVE  HEEN  BLOCKED  BY  SIGNPOSTS  (NO  VEHICLES  BEYOND 
THIS  POINT),  BBICfl  RAKE  IT  NEARLY  IMPOSSIBLE  FOR  TRAVEL  BY 
ANY  OTHER  MEANS  THAN  FOOT.   ANY  CAMPER  OR  HUNTER  USING  THE 
KOFA-S  FOR  THE  FIRST  TIME  SURLEY  NOTICES  THE  RUGCEDNESS  OF 
ANY  AREA  OFF  THE  MAIN  ROADS.   MAPS  UITH  REGULATIONS  OF  THE 
KOFA'S  ARE  PLAINLY  AVAILABLE  AT  NEARLY  EVERY  ENTRANCE.   IT 
IS  OUR  HELIEP  THAT  ANYONE  ENTERING  100 LD  STOP  AND  PICK  ONE 
OP  THESE  MAPS  UP.  READ  IT.  AND  FOLLOW  THE  REGULATIONS. 

MAKING  ANY  AREA  INSIDE  THE  BOUNDS IBS  OF  THE  REFUGE,  OR 
ALL  OF  IT   INTO  A  WILDERNESS  AREA  UOUD  BE  A  GREAT  LOSS  TO 
OURSELVES,  AND  TO  FUTURE  GENERATIONS.   MAKING  ANY  PART  OF 
THE  REFUGE  INACCBSSABLB,  EXCEPT  BY  FOOT,  HAS  NEARLY  ALREADY 
BEEN  ACCOMPLISHED,  FIRST  BY  THE  NATURAL  TERRAIN,  SECONDLY  BY 
REGULATIONS  ALREADY  IN  FORCE. 

yHY  DOES  ANY  AGENCY  BELIEVE  THAT  ANY  PART,  OR  ALL  OF, 
THE  KOPA'S  NEED  TO  BE  DESIGNATED  AS  A  WILDERNESS  AREA?   THIS 
niiK'TION  HAS  NOT  BEEN  ANSUERKD.   WILL  MAKING  IT  A  WI M1KKNE:;!; 
AREA  HELP  THE  MIDLIFE  IN  ANY  WAY?   WILL  IT  HELP  PROMOTE 
HIKING''   WILL  IT  LIMIT  THE  ALREADY  SPARGE  USE  OF  THE  AREA? 
OR   DILI.  IT  MERELY  REQUIRE  LESS  MANPOWER  TO  PATROL  DURING 
HUNTING  SEASON?   THESE  ARE  THE  KINDS  OP  QUESTIONS  THAT  THE 
PUBLIC  WOULD  APPEAR  TO  UANT  ANSWERS  TO.   UE  CERTAINLY  DO! 

IT  IS  OUR  PROFOUND  BELIEF  THAT  LESS  GOVERNMENT 
REGULATION  IN  ANY  AREA  OF  PUBLIC  USE  IS  TO  THE  BENEFIT  OP 
ALL  WHO  USE  IT.   THERE  SEEMS  TO  BE  NO  COHERANT  REASONING  TO 
BE  POUND  IN  THIS  WILDERNESS  DESIGNATION. 


^^■BBBn^^BnBBHHOB 
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YOU.  OR  YOUR  AGENTS.  RAVE  OUR  EXPRESS  CONSENT  TO 
REPRODUCE  THIS  LETTER  POR  ANY  USE  YOU  HAY  DEEM  NECESSARY. 
THANK  YOU  POR  YOUR  ATTENTION  IN  THIS  IRPORTANT  MATTER. 

U.  R.  GROSS 


ANDREW    GROSS   » 


<o 


M»4ttiWE 
YUMA,  AOT  86364 
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8101  S.  HWY  95 
YUMA,  ARIZONA  8536S 
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October  21,    1987 

Me.  J.  Darwin  Snell,  District  Manager 
U.S.  Department  of  Interior,  BLM 
P.  O.   Box  56B0 
Yuma,  AZ.     85364 

Dear  Mr.  Snell, 

Wilderness,  what  is  this  world  coming  to  next?  Already  in  the  Yuma  area  what 
i3  not  military  ranges,  proving  grounds,  Indian  Reservations,  wildlife 
refuges,  or  privately  owned  -  lets  make  it  wildernessl  Is  wilderness  really 
the  people's  choice?  Is  wilderness  designed  in  the  best  interest  for  outdoor 
type  people  to  recreate  to  their  fullest?  Not  once,  I  mean  not  one  time  have 
I  even  seen  anyone  looking  for  the  wilderness  experience  while  visiting  our 
desert  areas. 

is  wilderness  really  beneficial  foe  wildlife  and  habitat?  Water  is  the 
single  most  limiting  factor  affecting  wildlife  in  the  desert.  It  is 
imperative  that  with  modern  wildlife  management,   we  continue  to  maintain  and 

I  build  water  catchments,  dams,  and  improve  natural  tanks.  All  wildlife 
benefit  from  man's  intervention  in  this  one  factual  issue,  water!  What  would 
be  the  chances  of  enhancing  habitat  by  building  more  water  catchments  under 
existing  wilderness  guidelines?  Or  what  happens  to  the  manmade  improvements 
when  a  group  like  Earth  First  or  the  Sierra  Club  brings  suit  to  restore  the 
area  to  "Pristine"?  Continued  and  future  access  to  manmade  habitat 
improvements  is  a  high  priority  to  wildlife  success  and  life  in  the  desert 
areas. 

At  the  present  meeting  in  Yuma,  a  group  of  us  were  looking  at  the  map  display 
discussing  a  natural  water  hole  that  when  it  ran  low  on  water,  it  then  became 
a  death  trap  to  any  large  wildlife,  we  were  trying  to  solve  this  problem 
when  a  man  standing  behind  us  listening  said,  "Why  try  to  fix  it?",  "Let  the 
wildlife  fend  for  themselves,  after  all  its  natural  anyway?".  He  definately 
was  pro  wilderness,  anti  wildlife,  anti  access,  anti  hunt,  anti  whatever.  If 
this  is  what  wilderness  is  all  about,  then  I  oppose  all  wilderness  in  the 
Yuma  District  because  of  its  acid  desert  type  lands  and  its  fragile  life 
giving  support  to  all  wildlife.  Man's  intervention  and  access  is  a  very 
vital  and    important  concern. 

I   commend    the   Yuma  District   BLM    for    this   opportunity   for  public  review.      I 
believe  the  current  existing  management  of   this  district  has 
and  would  urge  not  to  mess  with  it. 


BLM 

Yuma  District  Office 

3150  Windsor  Ave. 

P.O.BOX  5680 

YUMA,  Az.  85365 


we  are  in  receipt  of  the  Draft  Yuma  District  Wilderness  EIS  and  want 
to  commend  you  and  your  team  on  your  wilderness  proposals. 


It  is  refreshing  to  get  such  a  wi 
time  is  running  out  East  for  whai 
and  hope  that  Congress  will  rule 
wilderness  in  our  State. 


11  balanced  document.  We  believe 
remains  of  our  desert  wilderness 
in  favor  of  a  vast  increase  in 


ind  Planet  Peak,  Svansi 


-the  BLM  should  try  to  trade  with  I 
Cactus  Pl;iin,  East  Cactus  Plain  j; 
those  parcels  in  your  Final  Wildei 


-wc  also  differ  regarding  Swansea  wsA.   We  believe  that  the  Southwestern 
portion, which  your  proposal  deletes  (page  53), is  suitable  for  wil- 
derness, with  the  exception  of  parts  of  sections  20,  21  and  22. 

allowed  only  where 
i  designated  areas". 
Ln  our  view.  The 

the  second  is  too 


lend  you  adopt  a  policy  of  "ORV'i 
designated"  and  not  a  policy  of  "ORV'a  prohibited  j 
There  is  a  big  difference  between  the  two  policies 

liberal  for  such  destructive  machines. 

Thanks  again  for  your  good  work. 


icetaiv, 


*** 


RECEIVED 
YUMA  DISTRICT  OFFICE 


MM-ZW 


V^/Gabriel  t  Frances  Zinali 
B425  N.  S&th  Ave. 

Glendale,  Az.  95302 


K«! 
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October  22,  198? 


J.  Darwin  Snell,  District  Manager 
U.S.  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
3150  Winsor  Ave 
Yuma,  AZ   B5364 


i  they  don't  benefit 


Dear  Sir: 

I  am  opposed  to  wilderness  areas  becau==  mwj  «***<  -  ~=..~..-  

land,  animals,  or  people  now  or  later.  Wilderness  areas  close  the 
land  to  land  and  game  management  and  to  the  people  who  use, 
understand,  and  appreciate  them  the  moat.   The  people  that  "push 
j i  — j  _i  .-i .-,.  v-  oniy  occasional  visitors  to  these 


I  appreci 

wilderness  legislation  seem  to  be  < 
areas. 

1  am  especially  opposed  to  any  desert  wilderness  areas  because 
game  and  land  management  can't  function  on  them  and  the  people  who  s 
money  and  backing  of  the  game  and  land  management  can't  enjoy  the 
areas.  Also,  to  shut  down  desert  areas  is  not  the  same  as  shutting 
down  forest  areas.  The  desert  areas  are  not  suitable  for  foot  travel 
for  any  distance.  It  is  physically  next  to  impossible  to  carry 
enough  water  to  survive,  let  alone  enjoy  the  sites,  animals  and  size 
of  the  deserts.  People  who  thing  they  can  backpack  for  any  distance 
are  foolish  and  will  find  that  they  are  in  trouble  if  they  try.  I 
spend  and  have  spent,  for  almost  25  years,  a  considerable  amount  of 
the  time  in  and  about  the  Arizona  and  Southern  California  deserts 
and  I  know. 

If  they  close  down  the  proposed  areas  in  Yuma  County,  then  Yuma 
County  Will  be  virtually  closed  Co  the  people  of  the  County.  Most  of 
Yuma  County  is  already  off  limits  due  to  the  military. 


Sincerely, 


Joe  Dobosz 


^    ft  o.i.iz. 


Hucqian.  Mountains  -  This  area  is  great  for  rock-climbing  on  mystical- 
sounding  Klothoa  Temple  as  well  as  providing  a  diversity  of  recreation 
experiences  (or  the  expanding  Yuma-area  population.   Excluding  the  eastcri 
portion  because  of  "moderate"  potential  for  uranium  mining  is  not  enough 


Planet  Peak  ■ 


Ml 


rea  is  an  interesting  combination  of  Sonoran  and 
Mohave  Desert  vegetation,  along  with  bighorn  sheep,  I  repeat.  Bighorn 
Sheep.  Since  you  arc  convinced  that  931  of  this  area  be  designated, 
why  not  throw  in  the  other  7*  --  what  a  resounding  success  of  100% 


Gibraltar  Mountain  -  Th 

washes  and  significant  cultural 

setting.   Please  --  100%] 

Kofa  Pnit  3  Southern  Addition. 
Kofa.  unit  4  Southern  Addition  - 

out  Castle  Dome  Mountain  and  adjacent  slope  areas  next  to  proposed  wilder- 
ness in  the  Kofa  National  Wildlife  Refuge.   If  you  will  only  protect  11% 
of  thin  wilderness,  perhaps  you  will  add  these  to  the  adjacent  Kofa 


i  On it  4   Horn tern  addition  and 


Wilderness  designation  for  each  of  these  areas  of  imperative.   But 
haven't  you  heard  that  before?   with  the  push  by  industry  and  money- 
hungry  miners  and  corporations,  should  you  do  what  you  can  to  help  sc 
what  little  is  loft  —  how  much  does  Mother  Earth  hove  to  give  to 


yrJ/4tj7i«^-j 


Joan   Stoner 


I   District    Hildomesa 


59 


60 


4026  Goodwin  Circle 
Flagstaff,  AZ  86004 
November  5,  1967 


Darwin  Snell 

District  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Yuma  District  Office 

P.O.  Box  S680 

Yuma,  AZ   85364 

Dear  Mr.  Snell : 

I  want  to  strongly  urge  wi] 
Study  Areas  proposed  for 

special  qualities.   I  hai 


Croesaan  Peak  -  a 

scenic  backdrop  t< 
such  as  springs,  i 

Do   not    recommend    c 


isterpiece  of  nature, 
..lie  Havasu  City  and  I 
larian  vegotetion  and 
.y   half,    the  whole   th: 


ifaer   20,    1987. 


lountain   prov: 
.   pinyon   pine 


lilla   and   large  t 


Cactus   Plaio/Baat  Cactus   Plain   -   sand   dunes  with   saguaros   surprise 
the   visitor   to   thia   area,    which   nevertheless   has   considerable   diversity, 
rare   plants,    and   a   feeling  of   oponness   combined   with   solitude.      Thank 
you    for    recommending    90%    of    this   area    --    but    please    increase    that    needed 
recommendation   to   L00%l 


uLnt 


Williams  River,  : 
Buckskin  and  Raw! 
of  Parker.   This 


rapiria. 
I  rolling  hills 


>  Bill 


lan  28%  designatioi 


Trigo  Mountains  and  South  Trigo  Mountains  -  These  two  adjacont  areas 
contain  outstanding  cross-country  hiking  and  the  opportunity  to  traversi 
some  of  the  driest  country  in  the  world  on  the  way  to  the  lush  green 
world  of  the  Colorado  River  in  the  adjacent  proposed  wilderness  on  the 
Imperial  Wildlife  Refuge.   Bighorn  sheep  ore  another  feature  of  this 
area.   Question:   Why  was  none  of  the  South   Trigo  area  recommended?? 


CHARLES  V.  THOMAS,  JR. 

4U  21st  Ave. 

iuma,   Arizona 

85364 


District  Manager 

Bureau  of  land  Management 

Yumn  District  Office 

P.  C.   Box  5680 

Yuma.   Arizona 

85365." 

HEi    Wilderness   Environmental   Impact  Statement 
Dear  Sir: 

AS  the  partial  owner  of  the  Chuok.  Plata  and  Ruth  mining  claims, 
located  in  the  Silver  Mining  District  north  of  Kartinez  Lake,  I 
an  concerned  about  the  proposed  Wilderness  Areas. 

The  claims  in  question  axo  in  Sections  2,    3,   11  and  14.  TAB,  R23U. 
Also  in  Sections  34  and  35.   T3S,  R23W.     These  clolm3  are  all   an 
proven   are   bodies   and   have   been   mined   In   the  patt.      When  it  io 
economically  feasible  tho  mines  will  again  be  in  operation.     Crbex 
Industries  Inc.,   on  behalf  of  Now  Jersey  Zinc  Exploration  Co., 
has  filed  tho  proper  Affidavit  of  labor  Performed  and  Improvements 
Kndl  with  tho  B1K  State  Office  in  Phoenix,   on  Ootoher  19.    1987. 

If  the  claims  in  question  are  located  within  the  proposed  Wilder- 
ness  Area.      I   would   stronply   urge   that   they   be   excluded   for    the 
reasons    mentioned   above. 

,    if  they  involve  the 


STUROES  FARMS 

P  a  BOX  409 
YUMA.  ARlIONA  B5364 
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Nov.  S,  1937 


District  Manager,  HLM 
Yuma  District  Office 
P.  0.  Box  5630 
Yuma,  A7,  85365 

Dear  Sit, 

Thank  you  for  sending  me  a  copy  of  the  draft  wilderness  EIS  for 
the  Yuma  District  After  reading  it  over,  I  have  a  few  comments 
to  make  on  some  of  the  areas. 

Cr0Bsnia"  P£a*:  I   urge  the  all  wilderness  alternative  for  this 
?tea'^i  not  thlnk  6hfl  eastern  elopes  should  he  left  out  of 

the  wilderness. 

JTTJKSJP^,  Th?  I™*0""'  ?cti°"  """Its  in  such  an  odd-shaped 
•  iiderness— t«o  lobes  carved  up  by  cherrystemned  roads— that  It 
KiSVS  "3Se;  .'  b«"eve  that  the  all  wilderness  alternative 
ht lU  mi.  ?E ted  and  the  state  lnholdines  should  be  acaaired 
by  the  BI.M;  this,  together  with  the  all  wilrternecs  alternative 
fSL5fJ!*RS  P«»kvw?uld  "^^  ■  rasnificent  backdrop  of  rtldlands 
fronting  the  busy  Colorado  River  recreation  areas. 

%Salte  """"tain:   I  support  all  .ilderness  for  this  area  also. 
In  particuiar,  1  do  not  see  any  Justification  for  cutting  down  the 
Mat  side  alone  a  land  line  rather  than  follo.ins  natural  boundaries 


Planet  Peak : 
east  contain 
namely,  Squaw  Peak 
arches,  and  the  unnamed 


climb  which  also 
Trigo  Moun 
these  area. 


n,  all  wilderness.   The  areas  deleted  on  the 
ol  the  most  interesting  features  in  the  WSA 
a  rugged  mass  with  several  caves  and  .-.mail 
orth,  a  rough,  challenging 


.»  -nto  "En 
in  Red  Cloud  and  Clip 


upports  numerous  barrel  cactus 
d  South  Trigo  Mountains: 
wilder: 


than  breaking 
;es  and  using  the  vehicle  ways 
s  boundaries,  I  think  these  unite 


should  be  combined  into  one  larw  wilderness  adioin 
posed  wilderness  in  Imperial  NWH. 

Thank  you  for  considering  ny  comments. 

Sincerely, 

Robert   A.   Moore 


ROBERT  MOORE 
sen  W.  FIUMORZ 
PHOKNIX,  AZ  IMHJ 


k 
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Darwin  Snell,  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Yuma  District  Office 
PO  Box  5680 
Kuma,  AZ  85364 


Dear  Mr  snell, 


3635  E  Flower  M 
Tucson  AZ  85716 


The  desert  wilderness  of  western  Arizona  Is,  as  you  are  well 
aware,  a  starkly  beautiful  country.  The  blm  wilderness 
recommendations  are  a  very  good  start  to  helping  to  preserve  this 
special  land.  I  support  your  District's  proposals  as  outlined  In 
the  draft  EIS.  In  particular  I  am  concerned  that  all  riparian 
areas  that  are  eligible  be  Included  In  wilderness  areas.  These 
rare  areas  are  vital  to  wildlife  and  are  truly  the  Jewels  that 
set  off  the  surrounding  desert. 


In  partlcula 


ant   to   emphasis   my   support   of  several 


Cactus  Plain,  both  units  . 

Swansea  (WSA   S-15a)  with  the  beautiful  Bill  Williams 
River.  Although  I  would  like  to   see  more   of  this  area 
Included  in  the  recommendation. 

Kofa  units  3,-4  north  and  south  -  I  think  more  of  these 
units  should   be  Included   to  make   a  larger  contiguous 
area  for  wilderness  from  proposals  in  the  Kofa 
Wildlife  Refuge. 


the   opportunity   to   coi 


Scott  Andrews 


«nt 
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t.^-y©  cer%i  ifiwritM- 

!  23«*«C  W   Tut  Mfriftfett 

7M>V*it/t*<    or  Tec    FfHCu-e* 
^^F-toy    h/trt  TOO  Ai-O,     (* 
■Off  ftofi£>  yj5*,«iF    finc/fS  AaV 


to  5*fit    j**t£    f/mr  ^-/ua/^fp' 


KO.Sajk    s-6S0 
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825  0fonge  Avonue 


STURGES  FARMS 


November  11,  1937 


District  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Yuma  District  Office 

P.  0.  Box  56P0 

Yuma,  Arizona 

85364 

Re:    Wildarnesa  Snvircmental  Impact  Statement 
Dear  Sir: 

I  hava  an  interest  in  soma  mining  claims  located  in  the  Silver 
Mining  District,  north  of  Martinez  Lake,    -called  tho  Plata.  Huth 
and  Chuck  Claims.     These  claims  are  in  Sections  2     3     11  &  U 
TAB,   R23W  and  in  Section  34  ft  35,  T3S,   M3W,  La  Paz  County.     ' 


All  of  the  above  are  located  on  proven  ore  bodies  and  have 
been  mined   in  the  past.     When  the  price  of  silver  goes  up  it 
is  anticipated  that  the  mines  will  again  put  into  operation. 
Orbox  Industries  Inc.,   on  behalf  of  New  Jersey  Zinc  Exploration 
Co.,  has  filod  the  annual  Affidavit  of  Labor  Performed  and 
Improvements  with  the  BLM  in  Phoenix  on  October  19,  1907. 

Will  the  above  mentioned  mining  claims  be  considered  to  be 
within  tho  boundaries  of  the   proposed  Wilderness  Area?     If  bo, 
they  should  be  excluded,  because  there  has  been  considerable  money 
and  time  spent  in  developing  the  properties. 

An  early  reply  regarding  this  matter  would  be  appreciated. 

Sincerely  yours. 


Hose  Stupes  ff 
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November  13,  1987 


J.  Darwin  Snell,  District  Manager 

U.S.  Department  of  Interior 

Bureau  of  Line  Management 

Yuma  District  Office 

3150  Winsor  Avenue 

P.O.  Box  5680 

Yuma,  Arizona   85365 


Dear  Mr.  Snell , 

I  found  nothing  of  significance  that  I  could  add  to  your 
oral  or  written  comments  that  you're  seeking  by  November 
relative  to  the  Yuma  District  Wilderness  Environmental 
Impact  Statement. 


This 


good  work . 


People  who  did  your  documentation  certainly  had  to  put  a 
great  deal  of  work  into  something  that  I  assume  you  didn't 
have  this  large  of  data-base  accumulated  for  before. 

On  to  another  subject. ..I'm  still  looking  for  the  indemni- 
fication for  those  people  who  park  on  our  property  adjacent 
to  Christian  Service  Center.   As  I  told  your  ranger  last 
year,  I  absolutely  don't  want  to  chase  the  people  off  the 
property  -  I  simply  want  the  government  to  provide  me 
indemnification.   I  have  discussed  this  with  the  judge 
advocates  office  in  Washington  and  also  the  district  office 
and  they  claim  that  this  is  no  problem. . .all  you  have  to  do 
is  initiate  this. 

Sincerely  yours, 

THeIgALAXY  ORGANIZATION 

Business  and  Management  Consultants 

Equiky/Asi 


P.S.   Momentarily,  the  Christian  Service  Center  will  buy  20 
acres  of  the  south  40  -  the  Enironmental  Impact  Statement 
has  been  prepared  and  is  in  process  with  Imperial  County 
California.   You'll  note  that  on  the  enclosed  map,  this  is 
referred  to  as  Vista  Ribera  Rancho. 


fa/*,'*" 


/*,  ^^^1    ,A  Aft*'**' 

fro    s 


;JJ,J  T1 


^■omA, 
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NOV.     7,     1987 


To   ' 


It 


I  am  writing  to  you  in  support  of  uour  recommendations  for 
wilderness  areas.  I  would  like  to  urge  you  to  Increase  the  area 
that  you  recommend  for  wilderness  designation.   I  would  like  all 
of  the  following  areas  to  be  considered  wilderness:   Grossman 
Peak,  Mohave  Wash,  Cactus  Plain/East  Cactus  Plain,  Swansea,  Trigo 
Mountains  and  South  Trigo  Mountains,  Muggins  Mountains,  Planet 
Peak,  Gibraltar  Mountain,  Kofa  Unit  3  and  4  Addition  and  Needles 
Eastern  Addition. 

Thank  you  for  your  time  and  effort. 


H  omer  L  Fancher 

Box  253  Bullhead  City,  Ariz. 


November  14th,  1987 


J^o^k   I  V^^a/v^^g^^ 


DMA  J  KS11  S 


District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Yuma  District  Office 
Yuma,  Arizona  85365 


Dear  Sin 

Received  your  letter  of  November  9th,  1987  in  regards  to  "The 
Draft,  Yuma  District,  wilderness  Environmental  Impact  Statement" 
ci*imi  Ha£L5Ut  in!or™?ti°n  i"  «»  this  area  in  vhich  I  have  mining 
2*22:,«I $   n    U.thB  Chem?huwevi  Minting  District  in  Mohave  County 
and  not  in  Yuma  County  accordingly  to  your  letter. 

r»n  ™„h?V?1Bnd  ^Stili  am  vi7lin9  to  helP  and  imput  on  this  BLM  Area. 
K  ^"r™  ^5fe  ?ffect  wUl  thia  have  on   "ining  claims  in  this 
gram'  *  t0  kn°W  Hhy   they  need  this  area  in  their  In- 


Respectfully  submitted, 


HOMER  L  FANCHER     " 
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bkjL*-.jjL-~ 


.  rf/te- 
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.  (^-.    /^,    /'/J7/ 


<v.  fly*  If*  _    K 
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Dear  Sir! 

f'S    be,//4    Closed   £>ri  flujf/s/i  ft}f//-7A/tf.    _jT 

A/4</<r   tf  /*r  e-f  r*ittfi#f  £fat#iz  *Wree  - /*>>*«  *f 

'Ple.As*   £orfs<  Jefi  Tit*    /s77V  r    *• 


PI***.  £. 
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r  District  Manager,  be  i  remember  the  kind 

we   honored  the    BUI  appoint-        ,     t 
NO  doubt  you  hare  boon 


P.O.  Box  746 
Parker,  AZ  8534J* 

District   Hncocor,   Darwin   Snoll  HOT.    i'i,    1987 

BLM  Tuma  Dlotrict  Office 

3150   winter  Avenue 

luna,  AZ  85365 

Dour    Hr.    Snoll, 

I   woe   happy   to  learn   that  you   are 

attention  you  fare   to  my  husband   and"£  yours  ago   

on  ft*  lws*18Jl 
Bent   to   discuss   the   legality   of   our   Copper  Baaln  KillsltoA. 

aworo  of   our   struggles   through   a  lot   of  years  to   establish  a  good  mining  project 

at  Copper  Basin,    and  with   Louisiana  Land's   lease   &  Option,  to   extend  the  mining  area 

to   the   north  and   cortheast,   as  indications  *«re   eo  good  and   the   land  appeared   to 

be   open*4nd  L.L.J.  E.    was  giTen   that  iafoAtion   (wrongly  aa  It   turned   out)  by   the 

KiTerside  BLH  offiao.   Subsequently  we  appealed  on  the  grounde  that  in  1953  the  Bur, 

of  Reclamation   entered  orders   to  revoke   the   withdrawal  Of   1?50  and   that   the  BLH 

Improperly   faiXcd   to   concur.   WO   had  eight!,  a  half  good  years  under   that   le&oa,   then 

the  bottom  dropped  out   of   the   copper  market  In    I960,    and   we   have  beon   otruggling 

with   Aaaeosaent   Work  and  Geological  Reports   to  maintain  our  legality   over   since, 

hir.    Hlndo  died  August   2,    1985,    and   I   on   Juot  non,   today,   buckling  up  the   eouraa* 

to   voice  my  opinion   about   the   Proposed   ifiidarneaB   Withdrawal,    specifically  In 

regard   to   the   WHIPPLE  MOUNTAIN  5-10  Proposed  Action. 

Surely  your   ntudy  oust   have  included   the   D.S.   Bureau   of  Kineo  etudy   of   that   area 
conducted  by   phllllp  Moyle   and  James  Hiddonour?      How  then  can   the/re  pi  fixate1  on 
pags    119,    "There   are   no  reported   economic  mineral  depooito   within   the   WS1H? 
Deferring   to   their  map. the   Sample   Analyses   for   the   sorkinga  on   Sec. 22.   M-261 
aesayod    i.>6   ounces  in  goldi   H-15?   t,    1  vS  in   the   samo   area  assayed  more   than  i  02. 
in  gold.      In   Sec. 21,   M-275   b  305   aseaysd   .280  &   -353  &  H-97   assayed. 976.    Some 
silver  le   alco   chows  In  moat   all   these   assays. 

Keeping  that  little   eectloc  locked  up  is  horning   our  marketing   of   Copper  Banin. 
After  what   seemed   on   onthuslsstlc    study   on   the   claims,   UlilOH  OIL   (MOLYCORP)   «rote: 

nnivo   exploraUor 


"The  large   ','rt.thdrawal  In   the   Copper   Basin  areu  ll.lt e   an   uxt 
program  In   tha   «H)ii3inc,   tho   wittd^,,,   ^^  la  ^^  i„ciuii0li  ln  «  wlldern.sa 
Study   area,   it  is   possible   that   tha   copper   Baein  area  will  remain  withdrawn 
until  ■  do  termination   le  mada   os   tho   WSA  by   Congress." 
A  more  recent  KLA  on   the   Whipples  Indicates   that  our   Copper   Crest   Shear   zone  in  sec. 
28   "warrants   further   study   to   determine   whether   or  sot  resources  are   present." 
Theso   claim   are  locked  in  by   tho   Withdrawal  of   See. 21,   itself   promising   ae  you   can 
bbo   above.      Thoro   le   no   way   a  big  company   can   proceed  or   do   Justice  to   our   Klondike 
area  in   Sec. 17,   either.   D.S.   Borax  Co.   approached  ua,    thinking  we  had  not  kept  up 
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our   ABEeoonent   Work  on   the   Klondikeo  in  Sec. 21 ,    and   found  out   thoy   ware  invalid 

because  of   the  Withdrawal  t  «!■   Modern  attaint   projocte  require   largo   potontial  aroaO. 

H   have   cooperated   fully   with   the  Bureau  of  Hlnes  and   studies  by   Eric  Frost   and 

hlo  grnd  students   fmo   SDSU.      Wo   haTe  had   the   pleasure  of  mooting   a  lot   Of  food 

people,    but   CO   far  their  good   findings   have   come   to   nought. 

Mr.    Snell,   I'm  sure  thooo   poor   little   long-nosed  batn  will   find  other   homos  if 

you  open   that   email  corridor   for   the   minlnk   the   area  deserves.      And  really,   J.P, 

•nd  I   have  beon   oil  ovor   that   area  rapeatodly,   year  after  year,    and  have  never 

seen  a  big  horn   aheap.   Loto   of  rattlers,   pack-rats  and  burroa— yan|And   ojifl   tortoise. 

Back  to   the  Buroau   of  Hiaea   Assay   Map  and   data — it's  hard   to   aoo   how  Sac. 2?   can 

be  ignored  with   all  of  its   extensive   workings.      I  see   .J6   and   .35   and   .126  In 

Bold,   and   practically   all   hare   interesting   silver   and  copper   nseayo. 

Please   don't   deny   a  better  economic  bane   for   eastern  San  Bernardino   County! 
With  the  now  County   split  in  prosrene,   the  mining  potential  may  bo   crucially 
important.   As  I  have   explained,   there   is  noro   than  "one  modoratfl  mine,  impacted.' 
Coppor  Basin,    Copper  Creot.and  the   Klondike   all  noed  to  be   frood  up  to  be   Of 
Interest   to   a  big   enough  mining  eonpany   that  can  afford   the   necessary   oxpendltures 
to  brine  I"  <»  ""0°*  mining   operation,   and  also   hire   on  environment  allot   to  raduco 
injury   to   a  minimum,    Louisiana  Land  did,   you  know] 

I  havo   opont   aluoat  half  aiy   life  looking  forward   tv   a  ^ood  adaln;;  operation  in 
the  Jhlpplos — since  1 95 J  when  I  oarriod  J. p.   liinds.     ho  has  beon  called  to 
"Hlcner  Ground",   but   there   1b  no  one   who   enjoyed  roaming   the   desert   canyons 
and  watching   the   California  Bunsotu  more   than   he.      Pleano   open   this  little 
1  ^ao/ifhipple  5-10C0rridor   to  poople   and   their  neodo  and  let   the  big   horn   Eheep 
find  happlnoon  In   the  beautiful  and  majestic   Whipple   Wbbq   where   thoy   con  have 
veEetatlon   and  wuter  year   aroundj   and   people   who   wont   to   see   then  and   unjoy 
solitude  can  30   Just   a  little   farther   on  improved  roads  to   truly   apoctatular 
areas  Juet   off   the   HaVaou   Palms  road.   And   they  might  even   enjoy   seeing   a  Mine 
in   progress  on   the   way  I 
lours  for   the   BEST  use   of   the   land! 


^fy./JLJ 


(Mrs. J. P.)   Ruth  H-    Hinds 
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November    14.     1987 


I'jisrrict    Mflnaoer 

BURPMI    OF    [.AND    MANAGEMENT 

Yuma   District   Office 

ilf>0    Winsor   Avenue 

P.O.    Box    S6SC1 

Yuma.  Arizona  35365 


We  have  proved  that  there  are  minerals  in  minina  quantities  on  these 
claims.  We  have  done  extensive  samplinq,  assaylna.  drilling  end 
neo.loo. ical  exploration  on  them  total inq  20  holes  ranalna  from  depths 
of  iSS  feet  to  321  f  eet ;  sampled  and  assayed  at  ■>  foot  intervals.  None 
of  the  holes  drilled  were  barren  of  minina  nuantlties:  thus,  we  feel, 
provlnq  a  l^rcre  mineralization  of  this  area. 


several   patented   claims   and 


eral 


There  are  well  constructed  roads  to  and  criss~erosslnq  the  area.  A 
three  phase  electric  line  runs  across  the  area  and  there  Are  several 
exist  inn  water  wells  and  wind  mills. 

The  Department  of  Wildlife  built  a  water  collecting  system  consistlna 
of"  a  tank  50  feet  in  diameter  by  6  feet  deep  on  a  200  foot  X  100  foot 
asphalt  pad  with  all  necessary  plpino  and  valves  and  trouohs  etc.  in 
this  area. 


the  Santa  F'e  Railroad  1 


uld  1 


We  are  very  interested  in  having  this  area  excluded  from  the 
Wilderness  Area.  We  feel  that  there  are  no  malor  qeoloalcal 
attractions  there   that  wouJd   warrant  a      Wilderness   Area   for   that 


Very  tmlv 


.  £>J*p&-  o^ujt-uo 


levers 


Clyde  Sievsra 
P.O.  Box  217 
Silt,  CO   81652 
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November  11*,  1987 


Diatr-ict  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Yuea  District  Office 
P.O.  Box  5660 
Yuma,  AZ   85365 

Dear  3ir# 

I  hold  mining  claim*  #AJtC  35729,  #AMC  35730,  and  #AMC  35731  in 
the  OhenahueTl  Mining  District,  Mohave  County,  AZ,   Section  fa,  T  1J*H, 
B  19W. 

X  Btrenouoly  object  to  any  attempt  being  made  to  Incorporate  thia 
area  into  a  wilderness  area  that  would  preclude  the  development  of  my 
■J "i"S  olalma  or  that  would  prevent  my  lngreaa  and  egroaa  to  them. 


Sincerely, 

Allen  h,  Burditt 

3665  3.  Needles  Hwy„ 

#56H 

Laughlln,  hv   39029 

AC  702   298-3277 
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SLM 

3150 

WillBOI 

Ave. 

Yuma 

AZ 

85365 

Good 

Day: 

Enc 

losed 

a 

Yuma 

Oistri 

:t. 

Draft    BIB    fo 


DEAR  MOUNTAINS  NORTHERN  ADDITION 
for  non-designation   as  wilderne 


the  BLM  posicio 


DAED  MOUNTAINS  SOUTHERN  ADDITION  --  I  support  the  BLM  posltlo 
for  non-designation  as  wilderness. 


ore  the  ELM 

es  the  protection 

rily  because  of 


CHEMEHUEVI  MOUNTAINS  ADDITION  —  I  do  no c 
position  of  non-deaignation.  This  area  de 
that  wilderness  designation  will  give  it  p 
the  desert  tortoise  and  bighorn  sheep  habi 

NEEDLES  EASTERN     ADDITION  —  I  do  not  Bupport  the  BLM  position 
of  non-designation  of  this  area  aa  wilderness.   The  tortoise 
and  bighorn  sheep  hobitlat  that  this  area  holds  deserves 
wilderness  designation. 

GROSSMAN  PEAK  —  I  am  unclear  from  my  reading  of  the  draft 
EIS  if  the  areas  determined  by  BLM  to  be  unsuitable  contain 
any  lambing  grounds  for  the  bighorn  sheep.   The  area  northwest- 
of  Croosraan  Peak  is  the  main  lambing  ground,  yet  this  area 
seems  to  be  cut  out  by  the  BLM  recommendation.   I  would  support 
designation  of  any  lambing  areas  in  the  Grossman  Peak  WSA 
as  wilderness. 


MOJAVE  WASH  --  In  addition  to  the  sect! 
Wash  WSA  that  the  BLM  Is  supporting  for 
In  the  darft  EIS,  I  support  wilderness 
northwest  section  of  the  Bill  Williams 


suppor 


and 


GIBRALTAR  MOUNTAIN  -- 
Ignation  of  this  area 


IS  Of  Che  Mojave 
'ilderness  designation 
islgnation  for  the 
luntains.   This  area 

ell  as  barrel 


BLM's  position 
h  the  partial  des 


tial  ullder- 


signation  of  this 


SWANSEA  —   While  I  support  the  designation  of  the  central 
portion  of  this  WSA  as  wilderness  due  to  the  unusual  riparian 
habitat,  I  also  think  that  the  southern  section  of  the  WSA, 
the  Buckskin  Mountains  deserves  wilderness  deeignation,  due 
to  the  barrel  cactus  in  the  arts.   In  addition,  this  southern 
section  offers  a  wide  variety  of  opportunities  for  hiking  and 
photographic  and  geologic  studies. 

EAST  CACTUS  PLAIN  —  I  support  the  BLM  position  to  recommend 
wilderness  designation  for  this  WSA. 

BIG  MARIA  MOUNTAINS  NORTHERN  ADDITION  --  I  support  Che  BLM's 
position  of  non-wilderness  for  this  area. 

BIG  MARIA  MOUNTAINS  SOUTHERN  ADDITION  —  I  support  the  BLM's 
position  o*  non-designation  for  this  area. 

SOUTH  TRIGO  MOUNTAINS  --  I  support  wilderness  designation  for 
this  WSA  due  to  the  unusual  animals  that  undoubtedly  use  the 
WSA. 

TRICO  MOUNTAINS  —  I  support  closing  the  way  that  exists  in  Che 
middle  Of  this  WSA  and  designating  the  surrounding  area  as 
wilderness  due  CO  the  mountain  lion  population  and  the  other 
diverse  wildlife  in  the  area,  auch  as  the  desert  tortoise. 

KOFA  UNIT  THREE  SOUTHERN  ADDITION  --  I  support  wilderness 
designation  of  this  WSA  due  to  Its  tortoise  population. 

KOFA  UNIT  FOUR  NORTHERN  ADDITION  --  I  agree  with  the  BLM 
position  regarding  partial  wilderness  designation  for  this  WSA. 

KOFA  UNIT  FOUR  SOUTHERN  ADDITION  —  I  support  wilderness 
designation  for  this  area  due  to  ita  tortoise  and  bighorn 
sheep  populations. 

LITTLE  PICACHO  PEAK  ADDITION  —  I  support  uilderneas  designatioi 
for  this  wsa  due  to  the  sheep  population  and  the  prey  that 
raptors  undoubtedly  use  in  Che  area. 
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711  E.  McLellon 
Phoenix,  AZ  65014 
Nov.  17.  1367 


Pa i- win  Snell 

Bureau  of  Land  Managemen 

Yuma  District  Office 

P.O.  Box  5680 

If UM«,  K7.    65364 


D««r  Mr.  Snell; 


I  want  to  thank  the  BLM  for  Its  wilderness  recommendations  In 
the  Yuma  District.   I'm  especially  pleased  with  the  inclusion  of 
the  large  area  within  the  Cactus  Plain/El 


Cactus  Plain  WSA. 


I  also  want  to  express  support  for  the  inclusion  of  th»  entire 
nreo  within  the  Swansea  and  Muggins  Mountains  VSAs.  both  of  which 
contain  ample  wilderness  qualities  and  deserve  protection, 


%c€t&*. 
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414  21st  Avenue 
Yuma,  Arizona  85364 
November  16,  1987 

District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Yuma  District  Office 
P.  0.  Box  5680 
Yuma,  Arizona  85365 

Dear  Sir: 

I  support  the  multiple  use  of  public  lands  with  mineral 
potential. 

Presently  I  hold  unpatented  silver  claims  in  La  Paz 
County.     The  Assessment  work  is  current. 

1  would  not  wish  my  access  to  these;  claims  to  be 
jeopardized  by  any  restrictions. 


Cc[5/3.3)L~< 


Ruth  B.  Thomas 


Ruth  B.  Thomas 
825  Orange  Avenue. 
Yuma, Arizona     B5364 


RrCEIVtD 
YUMA  DISTRICT  0"iCE 


_ptt_ 

Pub.  A« 


_,., Other  _ 
ACliON  BY  _ 
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District  Manager  BLH  ] 
3150  Wlnaor  Ave.,  P0  ] 
Yuma,  Arizona   85365 


a  Off 
5&80 


Nor.  1?,  1987 


Received  a  ltr  fr  Dept  Mir 
Ltr  dtd  Nov  9,  a?  To  Wit 
mining  claims  In  proposed 


s,    State  of  Arizona  on  Nov  13,  37. 

I  should  notify  you  that  I  have 
llderness  areas.  See  Enclosure  2. 


question?  Why  didn't  you  notify  me  that  I  should  do  this  seeing 
that  my  claims  are  filed  on  Federal  Land  *nd  are  duly  filed  with 
same?  If  this  because  you  do  not  want  any  Input  from  the  small 
miners? 

My  mining  claims  75  X  20  acres  are  located  In  5-13  4  5-15A  along 
the  planet  road  and  are  midway  between  Mineral  Hill  Mine  and  the 
mines  at  Swansea  (Whloh  you  have  so  conveniently  already  elimina- 
ted from  the  wilderness  proposal).  Why  wern't  the  BCC  Mlnee  of 
5<a  claims  that  have  been  in  the  Chlsholm  family  for  years  and  the 
Iron  King  of  75  claims  Included  In  the  non  wilderness  proposal 
areas?    See  Enclosure  1.    See  Enclosure  6,  statement  FORD. 

The  BCC  and  Iron  King  Claims  form  the  APEX  and  highest  point 

Of  mineralization  along  an  ABC  of  at  least  7  miles,  with  Mineral 

Hill  at  one  end  and  Swansea  at  the  other  end.   See  Enclosure  8. 

Enclosures  ?a,  ?b.  4  ?e  show  that  thera  Is  the  possibility  of 

providing  many  of  the  CRITICAL  MINERALS  which  the  U.S.  now  is 
completely  dependent  on  foreign  IMPORTS.  This  is  why  the  small 
miner  is  now  hindered  so  much  even  by  our  own  governments  lack 
of  consideration  of  our  rights  under  the  l8?2  mining  law? 
Platinum  6  numerous  other  minerals  including  Titanium  are  located 
on  the  BCC  4  Iron  King  as  shown  by  the  hundreds  of  pits  and  2 
very  deep  shafts  located  on  the  Iron  King.   See  Enclosure  3*1*. 
The  BCC  has  drill  logs  for  2  ea  1*00  foot  Core  holes;  1  ea  2u>00 
foot  Core  log,  and  1  ea  600  foot  churn  drill  hole  showing  1/2 
Oz  Platinum   all  the  way  down  the  hole.   See  Enclosure  k. 
And  one  reason  why^  wo  have  a  TRADE  DEFICIT  4  STOCK  crashl 
My  question  at  this  point  Is  are  you  trying  to  bbtb  what  we  have 
Tor  the  big  corporations  who  have  the  power  and  clout  to  force 
their  way  into  said  wilderness  areas? 

A  MINING  CLAIM  Is  PROPERTY.  See  Enclosure  5-  The  Iron  King 
mining  claims  are  property  in  the  fullest  sense  and  therefore 
cannot  be  Infringed  upon  by  the  United  States, 


to  be  NOTIFIED  BY  YOU  on  what  you  propose  t. 
ssary  I  will  have  time  to  hire  an  attorney 
consideration. 


do,  so  that 
1  case  of  your 


ENCLOSURES;  1.  List  Mining  clalns. 


2.   us: 


State    Dept    mln 


say 


oris 


MR.    R.    C.    MANN 

hEPUBLICAN.    VETERAN  WWII.KOftEA.    VIETSAK 

CCTlSS  TLh      a.   Az1  Sm  Klne   Oper  Assn 

b.  St  Az  Dept  Mines.  Phoenix 

c.  Arizona  Congressman 

d.  President  Reagan  Wash  DC 

(2  votes  for  President) 
(1980  4  ly,8ft) 


'■i .    platinum  Assay. 

5.  MINING    CLAIM    Is 
property. 

6.  Statement  Mike   Pord 
HaVasu   Resource  Area. 

7a, 7b. 7c.    Mining  Hlstroy. 

8.    Copper  Deposits    on 

SCC  4   Iron  King   Claims, 
by   Winters,    Geologist. 
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Uurango,   Co. 
Nov.    21,    19A7 

U.S.    Department   o£   Interior 
fltiro.iu  of  Land  Manaiment 
Fhoenix   Tlistrict   Office 
2015  Wast  Dear  Valley  Rood 
Phoenix,    Arizona       R5027 

Attn:   Mr  Bill  Carter 

Dear  Mr.    C»rt«r, 

I  am  writing  in  response  to  a  request  from  the  B.I..M.  to  all  Public 
Land  users  who  have  an  interest  in  the  Wilderness  Study  Areas  for  input 
into  rhe  final  decision  which  will  govern  the  future  classification 
and  utilization  of  the  subject  areas.  My  response  is  as  follows! 

My  major  areas  of  concern  lie  in  Mohave  County,  Arizona  in  the 
U.S.A. 's  «5-7fi/5-£iB  and  2/52.  I  will  confine  my  statements  to  those  areas 
as  I  aw  very  familiar  with  them  and  have  only  p;enernl  Knowledge  of  the 
other  areas- 
tensive  amount  of  drilling,  exploring,  samplinfi  and  ecological  study  on 
those  claims.  We  have  drilled  a  total  of  twenty  holes  ranging  from  65 
feet  to  350  feet  inuepth,  we  have  sampled  these  hales  at  five  foot  in- 

was  barren  of  Precious  Metals  in  mineable  quantities.  There  is  therefore 
(2)  There  ale  many  old  mines  in  these  areas  soma  of  which  dale  bach  to 
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3 

4 


the  days  of  the  Spaniards. 

(3)  There  are  several  Patented  mining  claims  in  these  areas. 

(A)  There  are  many  unpatented  mining  claims,  some  of  which  have  been 

worked  recently,  in  these  Areas. 

(5)  There  are  several  miles  of  constructed  toads  into  and  across  these 
areas  to  provide  access  to  the  mines  and  other  improvements. 

(6)  There  is  a  water  collection  system  consisting  of  a  large  metal  tank 
appro*.  30  feet  in  diameter  and  G  feet  in  height  plus  an  asphalt  pad 
200  feet  by  100  feet,  plus  piping,  valves,  watering  trough  and  fencing 
nil  built  by  the  Arizona  Division  of  Wildlife  during  the  past  five  years 
uithin  these  areas. 

(7)  There  is  a  large  Three  phase  electric  power  transmission  line  which 

(8)  There  are  several  water  wells  with  windmills  and  stock  watering 
troughs  in  these  areas. 

(9)  The  surface  of  the  areas  is  primarily  controlled  by  the  B.L.M., 
however  the  5tate  of  Arizona  owns  several  sections  in  these  areas,  and 
thereby  also  owns  the  mineral  estate  beneath  those  sections. 

C10)  The  land  was  at  one  time  port  of  a  grant  to  the  Santa  Fe  Kailroad 
in  which  all  odd  numbered  sections  were  given  to  the  Santa  Fe  Railroad. 
They  later  returned  the  surface  estate  to  the  B.L.M.  but  retained  the 
mineral  estate.  This  creates  an  almost  insurmountable  problem  in 
managing  these  areas  as  Wilderness. 

(11)  There  ore  no  outstanding  or  unique  physical  features  in  these  areas 
which  might  be  damaged  by  the  development  or  utilization  of  the  mineral 


In  view  of  the  above  named  facts,  which  can  all  be  confirmed  by  an 
onsite  inspection,  it  is  my  firm  belief  thot  these  areas  are  not  suitable 
for  Wilderness  classification  and  that  the  wisest  and  best  use  of  these 


Nov.  13,  1987 


District  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Yuma  District  Office 

3150  Hinsor  Ave. 

P.O.  Box  5680 

Yuma,  Arizona   85363 


In  res 


to  your  notice  of  Nov.  9,  1987. 

I  received  the  Draft  E.I.S.  to  which  you  refer  In 
September  thin  year.  1  have  studied  it  carefully  and  I  find 
that  the  areas  in  which  r  hold  mining  claims  have  been  ex- 
cluded from  Wilderness  classification  in  your  recommendation 
This  is  very  gratifing  to  me.  You  are  to  be  commanded  for 
your  hard  work  and  your  wise  decision. 

I  am  sure  that  there  are  other  areas  which  have  mineabl. 
minerals  within  them;  however  I  have  no  personal  knowledge 
of  those  areas  and  therefore  cannot  identify  them, 

Hy  greatest  quarrel  with  Wilderness  classification  is 
that  if  an  area  qualifies  for  Wilderness  that  in  itself  is 
proof  that  it  has  not  been  fully  explored,  otherwise  the 
results  of  that  exploration  would  be  visible. 

I  am  enclosing  a  copy  of  my  letteT  of  Nov.  21,  1986  for 
your  consideration.  I  am  hopeful  that  it  will  be  further 
justification  for  your  decision. 


lands  would  be  to  retun 
I  do  so  recommend. 


them  to  Multiple  Use 


Sincerely  yours, 


Hilton  G.  Fuller 

Milton  G.  Fuller 
12130  C.R,  250 
Durango,  Co.   81301 
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District  Manager,  BLM 
Yuma  District  Office 
3150  Winsor  Ave. 
PO  Bon  ShSO 
Yuma ,   AZ   B5.~&S 

R£s  Draft  Yuma  Distric1 


Dennis  Coules 

40B4  Lambert  Rd. 

El  Sobrente,   CA   94803 

AjcO    If,,  IS? 


llder-ness    EI5 


Dei 


ager 


These  comments  address  the  draft  Yuma  Di strict  Wilderness  EIS. 
1  regret  that  I  only  recently  obtained  the  draft  and  do  not.  have  time 
to  prepare  extensive  comments  because  I  have  made  several  tripffl  to 
Arizona  over  the  past  several  years  specifially  to  visit  the  WSAs  in 
Question  as  well  as  those  of  the  Phoenix  and  Safford  Districts. 

I  believe  that  the  overriding  consideration  in  determining 
whether  an  individual  WSA  be  recommended  for  wilderness  designation 
is  if  such  designation  would  enhance  the  long-term  maintenance  of 
native  wildlife  and  plant  communities  and  natural  ecological  processes 
in  the  region.   Designation  of  roadless  areas  as  Wilderness  is  currently 
the  most  effective  tool  available  ta  the  BLM  to  assure  that  short-term 
natural  resource  exploitation  will  not  utterly  destroy  the  long-term 
productive  capacity  of  the  lands  under  your  jurisdiction. 

I  therefore  highly  recommend  that  you  utilize  this  tool  of 
Wilderness  designation  to  its  fullest  extent  by  recommending  that  ALL 
WRAs  under  consideration  in  this  EIS  be  designated  as  wilderness  by 
Congress.   In  addition,  all  adjoining  roadless  lands  that  were  whittled 
awav  during  the  WSA  process  should  also  be  recommended  for  wilderness 
designation,  as  well  as  Other  roadless  parcels  that  were  evaluated  but 
rejected  for  WSA  status  during  the  evaluation  process.   Wilderness 
designation,  which  still  permits  a  wide  variety  of  multiple  uses,  should 
be  the  MINIMUM  MANAGEMENT  STANDARD  FOR  BLM  LANDS  THAT  REMAIN  ROADLESS  AND 
LARGELY  UNDEVELOPED. 

A  wide  diversity  of  plant  and  animal  species  inhabit  the  desert 
lands  that  are  administered  by  the  BLM  and  are  under  consideraticjn  in 
this  EIS.    Wilderness  designation  of  ALL  22  areas  comprising  393,225 
acres  as  well  as  substantial  adjoining  acreage  should  be  the  minimum 
protective  recommendation  made  by  BLM  to  Congress  in  the  final 
document,  as  a  step  to  insure  that  their  millions  of  years  of  evolution 
wi 1 1  not  be  wasted  by  a  few  years  Df  BLM  mismanagement .   Thank  you. 


■afFafaip-*— ■ 
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GORDON  D.  GTLBHnSOH 

415  Silversaddle 

Lake  Havasu  City,  Arizona  86403 


November  19,  1987 


District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Yuma  District  Office 
Post  Office  Box  5680 
3150  Winsor  Avenue 
Yuma,  Arizona  85365 


EIS  draft,  Yuma,  Arizona 


Dear  District  Manager: 


I  strongly  support  multiple  use  of  public  lands  with  mineral  potential.  I 
would  like  to  tell  you  that  I  have  written  the  entire  committee  opposing  S. 7, 
HR  361  HR  362,  HR  371,  HR  729.  The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  has  been  in 
charee  of  managing  the  California  and  Arizona  deserts,  and  have  been  doing 
a  fine  job.  I  see  no  reason  whatever  to  put  more  restrictions  on  the  use  ot 
our  desert.  Existing  restrictions  are  sufficient  to  preserve  the  desert,  and 
still  allow  citizens  and  users  some  freedom  of  movement. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  has  said  that  no  lands  with  mineral  potential 
should  be  included  in  a  restricted  Wilderness  Study  area  and  that  the  mineral 
rights  to  public  lands  should  not  be  restricted.  I  agree  with  that  statement. 

I  urge  you  to  support  multiple  use  of  public  lands  with  mineral  potential. 

I  feel  strongly  that  public  lands  with  mineral  potential  should  be  excluded 

from  Wilderness  designated  areas. 

Please  do  not  pass  or  make  any  decision  that  will  restrict  use  of  the  desert, 

at  put  any  Public  Law  into  effect  that  will  restrict  multiple  use  of  Public 

Lands. 

Thank  you  for  your  time. 

Sincerely, 


£k&r&  MJUt^ 


Gordon  D.  Gilbertson 
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Nov.  19,1987 
2495  Sierra  Vista 
Yuma,  AZ  H5365 


Darwin  Snell 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Yuma  District  Office 

P.O.  Hox  56RO 

Yuma,  AZ  8  5364 


Dear 


nell: 


■AJL^S&JJJu. 


fiwWy       £t-is*t   .  f  i*  J>6  ^ 
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AKTHUI.  a.  LOfrEMi-EM- 


272.1  Anita  venue 

Lk.  Havasu  2ity,  Az  86W3 
November  19,  1937 

District  Manager,  Yuma  District  Cfflee 
Bureau  of  land  Management 
3150  Wlnaor  Avenue 
Yuma,  Arizona  85365 

district  Manager: 

I  have  carefully  read  the  Draft  Yuma  District  ■..ilderness 
Environmental  Impact  statement  and  am  disappointed  that  such 
small  and  disconnected  areas,  of  all  the  -reas  studied,  have 
been  recommended  afl  roadless  wilderness  areas.  The  small 
disconnected  areas  recommended  to  be  preserved  as    wilderness 
are  not  sufficient  to  insure  the  survival  of  viable  ecological 
systems.  It  seems  incredible  to  me  tr.at  the  3LM  is  declaring 
some  areas  as  unsuitable  for  wilderness  designation  simply 
because  the  area  may  contain  an  old  dirt  road  or  because  there 
ur.y  have  occurred  some  mining  activity  on  it  at  some  time  in 
the  pm.fr,  or  because  of  present  off-road  vehicle  activity. 

I  would  like  to  point  out  that  it  is  difficult,  if  not 
impossible  to  find  any  desert  areas  or  mountain  areas  into 
which  off -road  vehicles  have  not  penetrated.  It  is  precisely 
this  penetration  which  must  be  stopped,  regulated  and  contolled. 
And  it  is  in  order  to  stop  this  penetration  that  areas  need  to 
be  designated  as  roadless  wilderness. 

Certainly  the  whole  of  the  Grossman  Peak  area,  not 
just  the  eastern  half,  should  be  preserved  as  wilderness.  The 
same  for  all  the  mountain  systems:  the  Chemehuevi,  Whipple,  and 
Needle  Mountains  and  other  mountain  systems. 


1  havo  been  a  lon^-time  re^dent  of  the  Yuma  area  and  have  worked 
In  wilderness  management  for  several  seasons.   I  am  ^lad  that  this 
area  is  in  the  process  of  p«o*ivi«jj  Wilderness.   It  Is  important 
for  oeonle  in  the  Yuma  District  to  have  Wilderness;  to  see  that 
there  are  more  opportunities  for  desert  recreation  than  off-road 
driving.   The  desert  Is  a  unique,  fragile  special  area  and  deserves 
the  orotection  that  Wilderness  designation  will  brin*. 

With  the  exceDtion  of  the  Chemehuevi  fountains  Addition,  I  think 
that  all  the  wilderness  Study  Areas  labelled  as  "Additions"  should 
be  designated  Wilderness.   These  areas  would  be  fine  additions 
to  their  adjoining  existing;  and  proposed  Wilderness  Areas. 
AddlnT  these  areas  would  extend  protection  to  the  desert  bighorn 
sheep,  desert  tortoise,  barrel  cactus  and  other  Threatened  and 
Endan^eredtT  and  E)  species  and  to  the  cultural  resources  found 
In  those  areas. 

I  think  that  all  the  other  areas  designated  as  partial  or  no 

wilderness  should  be  all  wilderness. Recognized  Natural  Areas  and 

Areas  of  Crltici.1  Environmental  Concern  should  also  be  considered 
for  wiludrness  designation . 

It  aDoears  that  most  of  the  areas  in  the  WSAs  that  were  de- 
clared unsuitable  for  wilderness  were  called  unsuitable  due  to 
the  occurrence  of  mining  and  ORV  activities  In  those  areas.   I 
do  not  feel  that  those  are  valid  reasons. 

There  are  more  than  one  million  acres  with  roads  and  trails  that 
are  open  to  ORV  use  In  the  Yuma  District.   Most  of  this  use  is 
concent wt-M  in  a  few  popular  ireas.   The  wlthdrawl  of  roads  and 
trails  from  ORV  use  due  to  wilderness  designation  would  not  ser- 
iously affect  ORV  use  on  the  District.   Public  edur  tion  on 
Wilderness  meaning  and  values  would  helo  reduce  the  negative 
feelings  of  displaced  users. 

I  do  not  think  that  land  should  be  withdrawn  from  the  WSAs  be- 
cause of  potential  mineral  value,  espcially  if  these  areas  have 
no  or  few  claims.   There  are  many  claims  and  mines  in  the  hiir;h 
and  moderate  mineral  potential  areas  that  have  no  or  a  poor 
record  of  mineral  production.   It  would  appear  that  individuals 
and  Industry  have  felt  that  these  lands  are  not  worth  developing. 
This  land  should  not  be  withheld  from  wilderness  designation 
because  of  possible  claims  and  development,  especially  when  there 
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Public  hearings  that  were  held  to  d 
Proposals  were  dominated  ay  organized  CRV  e 
vocul  opponents  of  wilderness.  The  3LM  and 
wilderness  were  intimidated  into  silence. 

ML  fXTHVk  SORLXSIH 


-scuEE  the  BLM 
ithusiasts,  highly 
;hose  in  favor  of 


Very  truly  yours, 
Arthur  H.  Sorenser. 
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has  been  little  or  no  interest  and  activity- 
Most  of  the  proposed  and  existing  mines  in  the  WSAs  are  of  small 
and  moderate  Size.   The  DEIS  says  that  roads  would  be  built  to 
9ome  of  these  mines.   Whether  in  or  adjacent  to  wilderness, 
these  roads  would  seriously  affect  wilderness  quality.   Many  Of 
these  small  mines  and  claims  could  be  accessed  and  supplied  by 
horse  and  mule,  preserving  wilderness  quality. 

Wlthdrawl  of  lands  in  the  Trlz;o  Mountains  and  Mohave  Wash  ,JSAs 
creates  non-wilderness  corridors  that  split  the  WSAs.   Mining 
and  ORV  activity  in  or  near  these  corridors  could  seriously 
reduce  wilderness  quality.   In  addition,  crucial  desert  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  in  the  Tri^o  Mountains  could  be  disturbed. 

Many  of  the  WSAs  have  unique  or  natural  features  recognized 

by  the  39*5  Yuma  District  Resource  Management  PlantTable  2-1, 

p. 27).   These  areas,  even  those  not  designated  as  WSAs  should  have 

full  Wilderness  protection. 

The  M.E  tilants  and  animals  in  these  areas  would  be  further  threat- 
ened by  leaving  these  areas  open  to  ORV  and  mining  activities. 
Federal  law  Drovldes  for  conservation  of  listed  and  proposed  T&E 
species  and  their  habitat.   "No  activities  or  projects  would  be 
oermi tted  on  BLM-  administered  lands  that  would  jeopard Ize 
the  continued  existence  of  such  speioies. " (RMP  p. 8)   The  Wild- 
erness DEIS  does  not  provide  for  adequate  protection  of  critical 
habitat. 

Desert  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  lambing  grounds  and  migratory 
routes  are  threatened  in  the  Grossman  Peak,  Whipple  Mountains, 
libraltar  Mountain  and  Planed  Peak  WSAs.   Habitat  for  the  elf 
owl,  fringe-toed  lizard,  desert  tortoise,  sa<;uarO,  Joshua  tree, 
sandfood,  dunescrub  and  other  species  could  be  seriously  dam- 
aged. 

Cultural  sites  are  present  in  the  WSAs.   Some  of  these  sites  would 
remain  in  Wilderness.   Other  Important  sites  would  not  e;ain  the 
additional  protection  afforded  by  Wilderness  designation.   The 
consequences  of  mining  and  ORV  activity  and  utility  corridors  on 
these  sites  are  not  addressed  in  the  DEIS. 

I  have  hiked  in  and  driven  through  and  by  many  of  the  WSAs. 
They  are  beautiful  and  special  ares  worthy  of  Wilderness  des- 
ignation and  protection.   It  is  wonderful  that  these  areas  will 
be  set  aaide .   I  recommend  that  more  roadless  areas  be  set 
aside  for  wilderness  and  that  some  roaded  areas  be  reclaimed. 

Recreation  is  a  very  Important  resource  on  the  Yuma  District. 
Wilderness  can  be  a  significant  part  of  the  variety  of  recre- 
ational opportunities  found  on  the  District. 

The  public  needs  Wilderness.   The  earth  and  its  community  of  life 
need  Wilderness.   We  need  to  know  that  there  are  still  places 
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the  prinary  shaping  force  and 


£hat  are  unspoiled,  where  nature  Is 
man  la  a  visitor  who  does  not  renali 

Too  often,  the  public  and  land  management  agencies  think  that  the 

management  of  public  lands  must  be  oriented  towards  resource 
production.   They  feel  that  sonethlwr,  must  be  done  to  the  land. 
It  riust  be  developed,  it  must  make  money.   If  there  Isn't  a 
nine  or  cattle  or  a  campground,  then  the  land  has  no  value. 
For  too  Ion*,  this  has  been  the  dominating  view.   The  public 
needa  to  see  the  other  side. 

wilderness  has  value.  It  Is  worth  something.  The  worth  is  diffi- 
cult to  meaaure,  but  It  Is  there.   We  must  not  keep  tryln*  to 
*et  products  from  the  land.   The  land  produces  by  Just  being. 
It  Is  valuable  because  of  Its  beauty,  ltd  life,  Its  processes. 
Wilderness  designation  ofthe  WSAs  will  protect  and  preeerve 
these  valuea. 

Many  of  the  public  comments  in  the  J  9^5  Final  Yuma  District 
Resource  Management  Plan  were  pro-wilderness.  People  want 
wilderness  in  and  development  out.   The  people  want  all  of 
Swansea,  the  Trl«;o  Mountains,  Mohave  Wash,  Caotus  Plain  to 
be  wilderness. 

Now  Is  the  time  to  preserve  and  protect  these  lands.   Now  le  the 
time  to  identify  other  roadless  areas  and  to  reclaim  roaded 
areas  that  have  wilderness  potential. 

All  the  WSAs  seaerve  to  be  desi^anted  wilderness.   They  offer 
the  opportunity  for  man  to  enjoy  solitude  and  simplicity  an* 
ror  nature  to  continue  its  processes  undisturbed.   I  hope  you 
will  preserve  and  protect  theBe  lands. 


sincerely , 


Patricia  Conn 


'-'■L. 
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District  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Yuma  District  Offlca 

3150  Winsor  Avenue 

P.  0.  Box  5660 

Yuma,  Arizona    05365 

Centleaen: 

!  held  unpatented  mining  clalma 

•t   the  "Yuma  District  Wilderness 

These  mining  claims  go  back  for  decides,  are  part  of  the 
Arizona  Heritage  and  we  would  certainly  hate  to  eee  them  being 
usurped  In  favor  of  a  huge  Wilderness  Concept. 

If  the  two  Uses  of  Public  Lands  cannot  coexist  then  wc 
would  be  very  much  in  favor  of  excluding  public  lands  with 
mineral  potential  from  the  Wilderness  designation. 

We  seek  your  help  in  support  of  this  exclusion. 

Thank  you  very  much. 


Sincerely > 


dbo-|d 
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Marjory  C.  Smith 
51  Lincoln  Drive 
Sausalito,  CA   9A965 


District  Manager 

Bureau  o£  Land  Manyf.ement 

Yuma  Diutrlct  Office 

3150  Winaor  Avenue 

P.  0.  Box   56BO 

Yuma,   Arizona  85365 

Dear  Sir: 

I  hold  an  un 


I  mining  claim  in  Yuma  County, 


I  am  concerned  i 
Impact  Statement". 


the  "Yuma  Distric 


Wilderness  Environmental 
i  since  the  days  of  the 


The  mining  claims  have  been  in  the  area 
Spanish  and  are  part  of  the  Arizona  Heritage 

It  seems  chat  the  two  programs  of  Wilderness  t-   Mining  Claims 
could  be  compatable  but  in  the  event  this  should  prove  otherwise, 
I  firmly  believe  the  Mining  Claims  should  have  precedence  since  they 
are  an  old,  established  entity. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration  in  this  matter. 


SjTjdA^d 


Burley  Blunk  November  19,  19&7 

lilO  Papago 

Wlnslow,  Arizona  86047 

District  Manager,  BLM 

Yuma 
Arizona 

To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

I  am  very  much  opposed  to  the  so-called  'wlldnerneas  area'  as  such. 

In  the  State  of  Arizona,  where  the  taxable  land  la  approximately 

eighteen  percent  of  the  total  area  of  the  State,  we  will  have  to  use 

some  of  the  BLM  land  where  mineral  exists  to  help  maintain  the 
tax  base. 


ultipal  use  of  public  lands,  with  mineral 


I  strongly  support  the 
potential  or  grazing. 

It  seems  as  though  the  birdwatchers  would  like  to  turn  the  country 
back. .. .although  they  want  more  housing,  they  don't  want  to  cut  down 
the  trees.   More  electricity,  but  don't  dig  for  coal.   More  gasoline, 
but  don't  dig  holes  to  obtain  It,   More  agriculture,  but  no  dams  to 
control  and  store  the  water. 

It  Is  very  obvious  to  me  that  we  cannot  have  our  cake  and  eat  It  too. 

We  had  better  strike  while  we  still  have  something  to  strike  with. 


I  would  appreciate  your  office  sending  i 
EIS  at  your  earliest  convenience. 

Thank  you  for  your  attention  in  this  matter 

S 1  n  ca^-e  1  y  ^yo  u  r  s^ 


i  a  copy  of  the  Yuma  District 
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Robert  C.  Schenk 

509  Oak  Park  Drive 

SanFrancisco,  CA9413I 

November  20,1987 

District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Yuma  District  Office 
3150  Wtnsor  Avenue 
P.O  Box  5680 
Yuma,  Arizona  85365 

Gentlemen: 

I  have  been  advisee:  that  a  proposed  Yuma  District,  Wilderness  Environmental 
impact  Statement  has  been  released  which  could  impact  association  placer 
claims  I  hold  with  others  In  Section  21.  Township  14N,  Range  I9W.  These 
claims  entitled  Callzona  Numbers  1 ,2,3,  and  4  are  actively  being  developed 
and  mined.  I  therefore,  wish  to  express  my  objection  to  any  consideration 
for  withdrawing  these  lands  for  wilderness  purposes. 

We  all  recognize  that  a  balance  is  required  between  preservation  of  the  land 
and  it's  use  for  the  betterment  of  our  citizens    In  my  opinion,  there  is 
presently  sufficient  land  designated  as  wilderness  area  in  this  country    To 
continue  to  withdraw  land  from  possible  development  will  only  put  this 
Country  further  behind  in  its  deficit  with  the  rest  of  the  world.  Withdrawal 
of  the  subject  land  Is  just  another  example  of  how  we  preclude  our  citizens 
the  opportunity  of  benefiting  from  development  of  our  own  natural 
resources 

Please  send  me  a  copy  of  the  draft  ElS  report  for  the  Yuma  District  so  that  I 
may  better  understand  why  this  particular  area  has  suddenly  become  of 
interest  as  a  possible  wilderness  area. 


Robert  C  5chenk 
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O^-khi^cS-  JoLiH?^,  inc. 


HOTN  CDRWIN 

COTWH  UATHER  SHOF 

13E50  Cottonwood,  Btythe,  CA  9Z325 

619-920H 


n/2t/8? 

Thank  you  for  the  Draft  Wilderness  SIS.     'leaoc  include  the 
following  comments  in  the  public  record  for  the  EIS: 

Unfortunately,    I   received   the  EIS  too  late   (my  negligence). 
I  endorse  the  comments  of  the  Sierra  Club  and  the  Arizona 
Wilderness  Committee  or  whatever  it  is  called  which  is  led  by 
Thoran  Lane,   an   old  rafting   buddy   of  mine.      I  advocate   maximum 
wilderness   for  the   simple   reason  that   nearly  all   developments 
and  ORV  use  is   baaed  on  the  decidedly  shortsighted  assumption 
that  cheap  oil  win  be  forever  plentiful, 
ninin^  at  all  for  the  simple  reason  that  t 

Gary  Veeperman 
3123  Trueno  Road 
Henderson,   NV   8901^-3617 


also  favor  r 
■  grandchildren  may 
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CONSULTATION  AND  COORDINATION 


Responses  to  Written  Comments 

Federal  Agencies 

3-1:  Bureau  of  Reclamation  has  identified  the  sta- 
tus of  the  Osborn  Wash  South  Quarry  as 
future  potential  only.  Consequently,  its  devel- 
opment is  not  considered  likely  within  the 
next  25  years.  The  quarry  site  is  not  on  Rec- 
lamation withdrawn  lands,  nor  has  an  appli- 
cation been  made  to  BLM  for  its  use. 

The  Hart  Mine  No.  2  Quarry  is  located  outside 
of  the  Trigo  Mountains  WSA,  in  an  area  that 
lacks  wilderness  characteristics.  Wilderness 
designation  would  not  impact  operations  at 
this  quarry  site. 

3-2:  The  analysis  of  impacts  on  wilderness  values 
in  the  Chemehuevi  Mountains  Addition  WSA 
under  the  Proposed  Action/No  Wilderness 
alternative  has  been  revised  in  the  FEIS  to 
indicate  that  disturbances  to  naturalness 
would  result  from  development  of  the  pro- 
posed Park  Moabi  Quarry  rather  than  expan- 
sion of  the  existing  Bat  Cave  Quarries. 

3-3:  As  indicated  in  the  Final  EIS,  Bureau  of  Rec- 
lamation withdrawn  lands  not  within  a  project 
area  are  managed  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man- 
agement. (See  Assumptions  in  Chapter  2  of 
the  FEIS.)  These  lands  are  subject  to  the  laws, 
regulationsand  policies  thatgovern  BLM— in- 
cluding provisions  in  Section  603  of  FLPMA 
that  any  land  managed  by  BLM  shall  be  re- 
viewed for  possible  wilderness  designation 
by  Congress. 

Wilderness  designation  will  automatically 
result  in  the  revocation  of  any  existing 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawals.  As  a 
result,  any  Reclamation  projects  that  are  pro- 
posed on  such  lands  will  be  precluded.  These 
impacts  were  only  addressed  for  the  Cheme- 
huevi Mountains  Addition  WSA,  because  this 
is  the  only  WSA  which  has  been  identified  for 
a  specific  USBR  project. 

3-4:  BLM  does  not  consider  trespass  onto  the 
CAP  right-of-way  to  be  a  wilderness  issue,  as 
wilderness  designation  in  adjacent  WSAs 
would  not  ensure  any  additional  protection 
from  trespass.  While  motorized  recreation 
use  would  be  allowed  in  these  areas  if  they 
are  not  designated  as  wilderness,  it  would  be 
limited  to  existing  roads  and  trails— none  of 
which  approach  the  canal  right-of-way. 

4-1:  BLM  has  no  evidence  of  conflicts  between 
wilderness  and  existing  or  potential  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  communication  sites  in  any 
of  its  WSAs. 


a.  Whipple  Mountains  Addition  (AZ-050 
-10)  -  The  Black  Metal  Communication 
Site  is  on  lands  managed  by  Metropoli- 
tan Water  District  of  Los  Angeles,  and 
not  in  the  WSA. 

b.  Big  Maria  Mountains  Southern  Addition 
(AZ-050-19)  -  Facilities  at  the  existing 
Big  Maria  Mountain  communication  site 
are  outside  the  WSA  boundary. 

c.  Muggins  Mountains  (AZ-050-53A)  - 
BLM's  wilderness  inventory  and  interim 
management  surveillance  of  this  WSA 
both  indicate  that  no  communications 
sites  are  present  within  the  area. 

d.  Little  Picacho  Peak  Addition  (AZ-050 
-35)  -  BLM  has  no  evidence  to  indicate 
that  USBR's  proposed  microwave  site 
for  Senator  Wash  would  be  located 
within  this  WSA. 

5-1:  BLM  has  considered  impacts  on  air  and 
water  quality  from  wilderness  designations, 
and  has  concluded  that  no  substantial 
changes  to  these  resources  would  result  from 
any  designations  in  the  Yuma  District.  (See 
Issues  Considered  but  not  Analyzed  in  Chap- 
ter 1  of  the  FEIS.) 

5-2:  In  the  Final  EIS,  it  is  noted  that  all  ORV  use 
in  the  WSAs  is  restricted  to  existing  or  desig- 
nated trails  and  ways  and  any  increase  in 
ORV  use  would  be  confined  to  the  same 
areas.  (See  Assumptions  in  Chapter  2  of  the 
FEIS.)  As  a  result,  no  increase  in  soil  erosion 
is  anticipated. 

5-3:  BLM  does  not  expect  nonpoint  source  pollu- 
tion problems  to  directly  result  from  wilder- 
ness designation  or  nondesignation.  (See 
Issues  Considered  but  not  Analyzed  in  Chap- 
ter 1  of  the  FEIS.) 

6-1:  BLM  wilderness  study  guidance  requires  lim- 
iting the  wilderness  study  process  to  invento- 
ried WSAs.  Recommendations  to  expand  a 
wilderness  recommendation  beyond  the 
WSA's  boundaries  may  be  subsequently  ad- 
dressed in  a  Resource  Management  Plan 
amendment  where  this  is  determined  to  be  a 
practical  land  management  alternative. 

The  alternative  has  been  corrected  in  Chap- 
ter 1  of  the  Final  EIS  to  reflect  the  actual  addi- 
tion of  1,160  acres,  for  a  total  of  14,895  acres. 

6-2:  The  description  of  expected  management 
actions  in  the  Swansea  WSA  has  been 
amended  in  the  FEIS  to  indicate  that  rehabil- 
itation of  the  "lower  five  miles  of  riparian  area 
along  the  Bill  Williams  River"  would  be  within 
the  WSA  (and  not  on  lands  administered  by 
the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service). 


495 


CONSULTATION  AND  COORDINATION 


6-3:  Mineral  development  would  occur  along  the 
northern  boundary  of  the  Trigo  Mountains 
WSA  regardless  of  wilderness  designation,  as 
the  mining  claims  in  this  area  have  valid  exist- 
ing rights.  Any  adverse  impacts  from  this  min- 
eral development  on  adjacent  lands  in  the  Cib- 
ola  National  Wildlife  Refuge  would  be 
minimized  through  mitigating  measures 
developed  in  mining  plans  of  operation.  (See 
General  Assumptions  in  Chapter  4  of  the 
FEIS.) 

Allowing  motorized  vehicle  access  in  Clip 
Wash  under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial  Wil- 
derness alternative  would  have  a  minimal 
effect  on  lands  included  in  the  Imperial 
National  Wildlife  Refuge  wilderness  proposal 
because  of  the  low  levels  of  use  that  are  antic- 
ipated. (See  Expected  Uses  and  Management 
Actions  in  Chapter  2  of  the  FEIS.) 

6-4:  The  descriptions  of  the  affected  environment 
for  the  Kofa  Unit  3  Southern  Addition  and 
Kofa  Unit  4  Northern  Addition  WSAs  have 
been  amended  to  indicate  that  the  areas  are 
part  of  a  pending  USFWS  withdrawal  applica- 
tion (A-7950)  for  inclusion  of  public  lands  in 
the  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

7-1:  See  General  Response  1. 

7-2:  As  stated  in  the  basic  assumptions  for  impact 
analysis,  BLM  will  provide  protection  for  cul- 
tural resources  through  inventory,  evaluation 
and  mitigation  under  the  entire  range  of  wil- 
derness designation  alternatives.  Cultural 
resources  would  be  protected  from  adverse 
impacts  under  nonwilderness  designations  in 
accordance  with  NEPA,  ARPA,  FLPMA  and 
Section  1 06  of  the  National  Historic  Preserva- 
tion Act.  (See  Chapter  4  and  Appendix  C  of 
the  FEIS.) 

7-3:  The  reference  to  43  CFR  800  has  been 
changed  to  36  CFR  800  in  the  FEIS. 

7-4:  See  General  Response  1. 

7-5:  As  indicated  in  Chapter  2  of  the  Final  EIS, 
very  little  information  on  cultural  resources  is 
available  for  the  WSAs.  Consequently,  the 
estimates  of  potentially  eligible  National  Reg- 
ister sites  in  the  WSAs  have  been  based  only 
on  known  sites  within  the  areas  and  projec- 
tions of  potentially  eligible  sites  based  on 
inventories  (where  available)  and  the  profes- 
sional judgement  of  staff  archaeologists. 
These  estimates  have  been  summarized  in 
Table  2-3A  in  the  FEIS. 

7-6:  Descriptions  of  known  historic  sites  within 
the  WSAs  have  been  included  in  Chapter  3 
of  the  FEIS. 


Military 

8-1:  BLM  recognizes  the  impact  of  low-level  mil- 
itary training  routes  over  much  of  Arizona. 
Chapter  1  of  the  FEIS  identifies  this  as  an 
issue  considered  in  the  scoping  process. 
However,  this  issue  was  dropped  from  anal- 
ysis for  the  reasons  stated  in  Chapter  1. 

BLM  will  work  with  the  military  to  accommo- 
date necessary  low-level  military  training 
flights  over  designated  wilderness  areas. 


State  Agencies 

10-1:  See  General  Response  2. 

10-2:  See  General  Response  3. 

10-3:  Vehicle  routes  in  Centennial  Wash  and  two 
other  washes  have  been  cherrystemmed  in 
the  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  alter- 
native for  the  Swansea  WSA  in  the  FEIS. 

10-4:  See  General  Response  4. 

Maintenance  of  the  Castaneda  Peak  catch- 
ment and  rehabilitation  of  Buckhorn  Tank 
would  not  be  affected  by  wilderness  designa- 
tion under  the  Partial  Wilderness  alternative. 

10-5:  Discrepancies  between  the  text  and  Table 
1-2  have  been  corrected  in  the  FEIS. 

10-6:  See  General  Response  3. 

Crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat  has  been  iden- 
tified as  an  issue  in  the  Swansea  WSA  and 
analyzed  in  the  FEIS.  (See  Chapter  1  of  the 
FEIS.) 

10-7:  See  General  Response  4. 

10-8:  The  current  HMP  designates  this  catch- 
ment as  a  bighorn  sheep  development. 

10-9:  See  General  Response  4. 

10-10:  See  General  Response  4. 

10-11:  The  expected  uses  and  management 
actions  for  the  Mohave  Wash  WSA  have  been 
revised  in  the  FEIS  to  include  a  "livestock  ex- 
closure  development  for  riparian  habitat"  at 
Mohave  Springs. 

10-12:  See  General  Response  4. 

10-13:  Bighorn  sheep  viewing  has  been  added  as 
a  recreation  activity  in  the  Planet  Peak  WSA 
in  the  FEIS. 

10-14:  Hunting  has  been  added  as  a  recreation 
activity  in  the  Cactus  Plain  WSA  in  the  FEIS. 
In  addition,  the  construction  of  a  fence  along 
the  western  boundary  of  the  area  has  been 
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added  to  the  expected  uses  and  management 
actions  under  the  Proposed  Action/Partial 
Wildernessand  Enhanced  Wilderness  alterna- 
tives for  the  WSA. 

10-15:  No  water  developments  are  anticipated  in 
this  WSA. 

10-16:  See  response  to  Comment  10-15. 

10-17:  See  response  to  Comment  10-15. 

10-18:  See  General  Response  2. 

10-19:  Access  by  the  Arizona  Game  and  Fish 
Department  along  the  vehicle  way  up  Hart 
Mine  Wash  would  be  subject  to  authorization 
on  a  case-specific  basis  under  the  Proposed 
Action/ Partial  Wilderness,  All  Wilderness  and 
Enhanced  Wilderness  alternatives  for  the 
Trigo  Mountains  WSA.  (See  Assumptions  for 
Wildlife  management  actions  in  Chapter  2  of 
the  FEIS.) 

10-20:  Big  game  hunting  has  been  added  as  a  rec- 
reation activity  in  the  Trigo  Mountains  WSA 
in  the  FEIS. 

10-21:  See  response  to  Comment  3-3. 

10-22:  The  expected  uses  and  management 
actions  for  the  Trigo  Mountains  WSA  have 
been  revised  in  the  FEIS  to  indicate  that  main- 
tenance access  for  wildlife  water  catchments 
would  bebymotorvehiclesunderthe/Vo  Wil- 
derness alternative. 

10-23:  The  expected  uses  and  management 
actions  for  the  Muggins  Mountains  WSA  have 
been  revised  in  the  FEIS  to  indicate  that  gas- 
oline powered  rockdrillsandhelicoptertrans- 
port  of  materials  would  be  required  for  water 
catchment  development  under  the  Proposed 
Action/ Partial  Wilderness  and  All  Wilderness 
alternatives. 

10-24:  The  rationale  for  this  statement  is 
described  in  Chapter  4  of  the  FEIS. 

10-25:  The  information  in  the  two  columns  was 
inadvertently  switched.  This  has  been  cor- 
rected in  the  FEIS. 

10-26:  See  General  Response  2. 

10-27:  As  described  in  the  FEIS,  management  pro- 
visions in  the  Yuma  District  RMP  ensure  that 
no  substantial  adverse  impacts  to  crucial  big- 
horn sheep  habitat  would  result  from  nonde- 
signation.  (See  Yuma  District  Resource  Man- 
agement Plan  Decisions,  in  Chapter  2  of  the 
FEIS.)  Consequently,  the  discussion  of 
adverse  impacts  from  nondesignation  has 
been  dropped  from  the  analysis. 

10-28:  Desert  bighorn  sheep  have  been  deleted 
from  the  birds  list  in  Table  3-1. 


10-29:  A  dash  in  Table  3-1  means  that  the  species 
is  probably  not  present  in  that  particular 
WSA.  Explanation  of  this  notation  has  been 
included  in  the  FEIS. 

Table  3-1  has  also  been  revised  in  the  FEIS 
to  indicate  that  desert  bighorn  sheep  proba- 
bly occur  in  the  Needles  Eastern  Addition 
WSA. 

10-30:  Table  3-1  has  been  revised  in  the  FEIS  to 
indicate  that  the  Gila  monster  is  known  to 
occur  in  the  Mohave  Wash  WSA. 

10-31:  "Bighorn  sheep  hunting"  has  been  deleted 
as  a  recreation  activity  in  the  Crossman  Peak 
WSA  in  the  FEIS. 

10-32:  The  description  of  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  in  the  Crossman  Peak  WSA  has  been 
revised  in  the  FEIS  to  indicate  that  the  area 
represents  the  southern  end  of  "the  crucial 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  area." 

10-33:  The  boundaries  of  the  lambing  area 
around  Little  Black  Mountain  that  are  shown 
in  Map  3-2A  have  been  revised  in  the  Final 
EIS.  (See  Chapter  3  of  the  FEIS.) 

10-34:  For  purposes  of  this  analysis,  barrel  cac- 
tus has  been  defined  as  a  "sensitive"  plant 
species  (see  Chapter  1  of  the  FEIS). 

10-35:  Desert  mule  deer  have  not  been  included 
in  this  discussion  because  the  population  as 
a  whole  would  not  be  significantly  affected  by 
designation  of  nondesignation  of  the  area  as 
wilderness.  (See  Issues  Considered  but  not 
Analyzed  in  Chapter  1  of  the  FEIS.) 

10-36:  See  response  to  Comment  10-35. 

10-37:  The  descriptions  of  wildlife  habitat  in  the 
South  Trigo  Mountains  and  Trigo  Mountains 
WSAs  have  been  revised  in  the  FEIS  to  indi- 
cate that  the  units  are  part  of  an  extensive 
area  that  could  support  a  resident  mountain 
lion  population. 

10-38:  See  response  to  Comment  10-35. 

10-39:  See  response  to  Comment  10-35. 

10-40:  See  response  to  Comment  10-35. 

Quail  and  desert  mule  deer  hunting  have 
been  added  as  recreation  activities  in  the 
Kofa  Unit  4  Southern  Addition  WSA  in  the 
FEIS. 

10-41:  See  response  to  Comment  10-35. 

10-42:  The  basic  assumptions  for  impact  analysis 
state  that  no  significant  adverse  impacts  to 
wildlife  values  would  result  from  wilderness 
designation  or  nondesignation  because  of 
existing  protection  under  federal  law  and 
BLM  management. 
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Beneficial  impacts  on  wildlife  values  from  wil- 
derness designation  are  described  in  the 
FEIS. 

10-43:  See  response  to  Comment  10-42. 

10-44:  See  General  Response  3. 

10-45:  See  General  Response  3. 

11-1:  Future  realignments  and  ROW  needs  for 
State  Route  95,  along  the  southwestern 
boundary  of  the  Mohave  Wash  WS A,  are  avail- 
able downslope  from  the  present  alignment 
and  away  from  the  WSA  boundary. 

13-1:  Mineral  deposits  in  the  Mineral  Hill  area  and 
the  Swansea  Mining  District  were  factors  in 
developing  the  mineral  potential  for  the 
Planet  Peak  WSA. 

The  proposed  wilderness  boundary  has  not 
been  moved  because  the  reported  mineral 
potential  along  the  south  flank  of  Planet  Peak 
has  not  yet  been  verified. 

13-2:  Exposures  of  the  Buckskin  detachment 
fault  and  the  presence  of  areas  with  host 
rocks  similar  to  the  Planet  Mine  were  factors 
in  developing  the  mineral  potential  for  the 
Swansea  WSA. 

The  proposed  wilderness  boundary  has  not 
been  moved  because  no  new  information  has 
been  presented  in  this  comment. 

13-3:  A  mineral  survey  report  for  the  WSA  is 
scheduled  for  release  by  the  U.S.  Geological 
Survey  in  late  1988.  This  report  (which  will  in- 
clude a  depth-to-bedrock  map  derived  from 
aeromagnetic  survey  results)  will  be  incorpo- 
rated into  the  wilderness  study  report  for  the 
area. 

16-1:  See  General  Response  3. 

16-2:  The  indication  in  Table  3-1  that  desert  big- 
horn sheep  are  listed  as  "rare"  in  California 
has  been  removed.  The  species  has  also  been 
deleted  from  the  birds  list  in  this  table. 

16-3:  See  General  Response  2. 

16-4:  The  desert  tortoise's  status  is  shown  on 
Table  3-1  in  the  FEIS. 

Beneficial  effects  of  wilderness  designation 
on  desert  tortoises  are  analyzed  in  the  FEIS. 
Classification  of  desert  tortoise  habitat  as 
priority  wildlife  habitat  is  beyond  the  scope 
of  this  document,  however. 


Indian  Tribes 

20-1:  The  Yuma  District  has  provided  the  Califor- 
nia Desert  District  with  the  cultural  resources 


information  that  is  noted  in  this  comment. 
However,  since  the  presence  of  cultural 
resources  is  only  one  issue  in  wilderness  rec- 
ommendations, this  new  information  has  not 
been  sufficient  to  warrant  a  change  in  the  Cal- 
ifornia Desert  District's  nonwilderness  recom- 
mendation for  the  Big  Maria  Mountains  area. 
Consequently,  the  nonwilderness  recommen- 
dation for  the  Yuma  District's  Big  Maria  Moun- 
tains Addition  units  does  not  change,  since 
neither  unit  has  the  mandatory  wilderness 
characteristics  for  independent  designation. 

20-2:  See  General  Response  1. 

20-3:  Impacts  on  wilderness  values  in  the  Cactus 
Plain  WSA  from  development  in  the  Parker 
Town  site  would  be  addressed  in  the  environ- 
mental documentation  (EA  or  EIS)  that  is 
required  for  the  proposed  land  exchange. 


Elected  Officials 

21-1:  The  effects  of  groundwater  pumping  on 
Federal,  State  and  privately-owned  lands  in 
La  Paz  County  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS. 

21-2:  BLM  has  considered  economic  impacts 
from  wilderness  designations  (including 
those  related  to  powerline  construction,  min- 
eral development  and  tourism),  and  has  con- 
cluded that  no  substantial  adverse  economic 
impacts  would  result  from  any  of  these 
actions.  (See  Issues  Considered  but  not  Ana- 
lyzed in  Chapter  1  of  the  FEIS.) 


Industry 

24-1:  Adjustment  of  the  boundary  was  consid- 
ered, but  the  present  boundary  is  still  pre- 
ferred as  being  the  most  manageable  in  con- 
sideration of  the  resources. 

25-1:  The  area  of  high  mineral  potential  within 
the  Swansea  WSA  has  been  considered  in  the 
Draft  EIS. 

25-2:  The  area  of  high  mineral  potential  within 
the  Crossman  Peak  WSA  has  been  consid- 
ered in  the  Draft  EIS.  Mineral  potential  maps 
in  the  referenced  study  (Light  et.al.)  were 
used  to  develop  Map  3-1.  (See  References: 
U.S.  Geological  Survey  MF  1602-A.) 

25-3:  The  area  of  high  mineral  potential  within 
the  Planet  Peak  WSA  has  been  considered  in 
the  Draft  EIS. 

25-4:  The  area  of  high  mineral  potential  within 
the  Gibraltar  Mountain  WSA  has  been  consid- 
ered in  the  Draft  EIS.  Most  of  the  documented 
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mineralizations  are  in  the  eastern  portion, 
which  is  not  covered  by  Tertiary  basalts. 

25-5:  The  area  of  high  mineral  potential  within 
the  Mohave  Wash  WSA  has  been  considered 
in  the  Draft  EIS. 

26-1:  The  report  by  Light,  Marsh  and  Raines  has 
been  used  in  developing  mineral  potential  for 
the  WSA.  (It  is  referenced  as  USDI,  Geolog- 
ical Survey,  1983b  in  the  Draft  EIS.) 

In  its  review  of  this  report,  BLMdid  not  notice 
descriptions  of  either  "high  lead  values"  or 
"an  outer  ring  of  high  manganese  values"  for 
the  area. 

26-2:  BLM  has  already  considered  the  factors 
that  are  described  in  this  comment  in  its  anal- 
ysisofenvironmental  impacts  from  miningde- 
velopment  under  each  of  the  wilderness  des- 
ignation alternatives.  (See  Basic  Assump- 
tions in  Chapter  4  of  the  FEIS.) 


Organizations 

28-1:  See  General  Response  2. 

28-2:  See  General  Response  2. 

28-3:  See  General  Response  2. 

28-4:  See  General  Response  2. 

29-1:  See  General  Response  5. 

29-2:  Valid  existing  rights  would  allow  mining 
activities  in  a  designated  wilderness  to  con- 
tinue. (See  Assumptions  for  mineral  and 
energy  resources  in  Chapter  2  of  the  FEIS.) 

29-3:  The  potential  for  mineral  development  was 
not  the  only  criteria  used  in  excluding  areas 
from  wilderness  designation  underthe  Partial 
Wilderness  alternatives. 

29-4:  See  response  to  Comment  21-1. 

The  statistics  on  revenue  impact  that  are  pre- 
sented in  this  comment  include  all  mining 
claims,  of  which  a  minority  would  be  located 
in  designated  wilderness  under  the  alterna- 
tives that  constitute  proposed  actions  for  wil- 
derness. Moreover,  valid  and  existing  rights 
would  allow  some  mining  to  continue  in  des- 
ignated wilderness  areas. 

29-5:  Wilderness  designation  would  not  affect 
state  and  private  surface  inholdings  within 
the  WSAs,  as  no  uses  or  actions  are  antici- 
pated on  these  lands  in  the  next  25  years. 
(See  Assumptions  for  lands  management 
actions  in  Chapter  2  of  the  FEIS.) 

The  effects  of  wilderness  designation  on 
inholdings  of  nonfederal  mineral  estate  have 


been  considered  as  part  of  the  Mineral  Devel- 
opment issue  in  the  Final  EIS.  (See  Environ- 
mental Issue  Identification  in  Chapter  1  of  the 
FEIS.) 

29-6:  Our  data  indicates  that  the  mineral  poten- 
tial of  the  area  including  the  WSA  is  low 
for  economic  mineralization  (USDI-USGS 
1983a).  No  mines,  prospects,  or  mineralized 
areas  have  been  found  (USDI-USBM  1985). 

29-7:  The  areas  of  known  mineral  occurrence 
included  in  this  comment  have  all  been 
described  in  the  affected  environment  for  the 
Crossman  Peak  WSA.  (See  Chapter  3  of  the 
FEIS.)  Moreover,  our  data  indicates  that  the 
reported  minerals  assays  may  not  be  repre- 
sentative of  the  mineral  resources  within  the 
area  (USDI  BLM  and  USGS  1983b). 

29-8:  The  areas  of  known  mineral  occurrence 
included  in  this  comment  have  all  been 
described  in  the  affected  environment  for  the 
Mohave  Wash  WSA.  (See  Chapter  3  of  the 
FEIS.) 

29-9:  The  estimate  of  mineral  potential  for  the 
Whipple  Mountains  Addition  WSA  has  been 
upgraded  in  the  final  EIS,  based  on  new  infor- 
mation. 

29-10:  The  areas  of  known  mineral  occurrence 
included  in  this  comment  have  all  been 
described  in  the  affected  environment  for  the 
Gibraltar  Mountain  WSA.  (See  Chapter  3  of 
the  FEIS.) 

29-11:  These  high  potential  mineral  areas  have 
already  been  recognized  in  the  affected  envi- 
ronment for  the  Planet  Peak  WSA. 

29-12:  These  areas  of  known  specific  mineral 
deposits  (barite-fluorite)  are  already  de- 
scribed in  the  affected  environment  for  the 
Cactus  Plain  WSA.  (See  Chapter  3  of  the 
FEIS.) 

29-13:  These  areas  of  known  specific  mineral 
deposits  are  already  described  in  the  affected 
environment  for  the  Swansea  WSA.  (See 
Chapter  3  of  the  FEIS.) 

29-14:  BLM  considered  indirect  evidence  from 
geologic  structures  in  estimating  the  mineral 
potential  of  the  East  Cactus  Plain  WSA.  The 
presence  of  three  unpatented  mining  claims 
was  also  taken  into  consideration. 

29-15:  The  areas  of  known  specific  mineral  occur- 
rence included  in  this  comment  are  already 
described  in  the  affected  environment  for  the 
Trigo  Mountains  WSA.  (See  Chapter  3  of  the 
FEIS.) 
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29-16:  The  presence  of  two  unpatented  mining 
claims  was  considered  in  estimating  the  min- 
eral potential  for  the  Kofa  Unit  4  Northern  Ad- 
dition WSA. 

29-17:  The  areas  of  known  specific  mineral  occur- 
rence included  in  this  comment  are  already 
described  in  the  affected  environment  for  the 
Muggins  Mountains  WSA.  (See  Chapter  3  of 
the  FEIS.) 

31-1:  Pholisma  arenarium  is  a  USFWS  Category 
2  species.  However,  it  was  not  identified 
within  the  mentioned  document  or  observed 
during  the  field  inventory. 

35-1:  The  boundaries  for  designated  wilderness 
in  the  Crossman  Peak  WSA  under  the  Pro- 
posed Action/Partial  Wilderness  alternative 
have  been  revised  in  the  final  EIS.  (See  Chap- 
ter 2  of  the  FEIS.) 

Potential  mineral  development  was  not  a  con- 
sideration in  establishing  these  revised 
boundaries. 

35-2:  Maintenance  of  wildlife  waters  was  not  a 
consideration  in  establishing  the  revised  wil- 
derness boundaries  in  the  Crossman  Peak 
WSA  under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wil- 
derness alternative.  (See  Chapter  2  of  the 
FEIS.) 

36-1:  See  General  Response  2. 

36-2:  Resolution  of  this  discrepancy  is  beyond 
the  scope  of  this  document. 

37-1:  The  boundaries  for  designated  wilderness 
in  the  Crossman  Peak  WSA  under  the  Pro- 
posed Action/Partial  Wilderness  alternative 
have  been  revised  in  the  final  EIS.  (See  Chap- 
ter 2  of  the  FEIS.)  These  new  boundaries 
enclose  30,1 65  acres  (78  percent  of  the  WSA) , 
and  were  established  to  allow  for  a  powerline 
right-of-way  and  retain  highest  wilderness 
quality  lands  in  designated  wilderness. 

37-2:  See  response  to  Comment  35-1. 

37-3:  See  response  to  Comment  29-3. 

37-4:  See  General  Response  6. 

37-5:  The  utility  right-of-way  along  the  western 
boundary  is  not  a  designated  corridor,  but  it 
does  contain  an  existing  electrical  transmis- 
sion line.  The  proposal  for  a  500  foot  setback 
was  to  allow  for  maintenance  of  the  existing 
transmission  line. 

37-6:  See  General  Response  7. 

37-7:  The  305  acres  that  are  mentioned  in  this 
comment  are  the  difference  between  the  370 
acres  developed  under  the  No  Wilderness  al- 
ternative (page  37  of  the  DEIS)  and  the  65 


acres  developed  under  the  All  Wilderness 
alternative  (page  38  of  the  DEIS). 

The  reference  to  an  exploration  program  has 
been  deleted  in  the  FEIS  since  mineral  explo- 
ration is  prohibited  within  designated  wilder- 
ness. 

37-8:  As  stated  in  Chapter  2  of  the  FEIS,  the 
boundaries  for  the  Proposed  Action/Partial 
Wilderness  alternative  were  established  to 
conform  with  manageable  landforms  while 
allowing  for  mining  and  motorized  recreation 
use.  In  order  for  these  boundaries  to  conform 
to  manageable  landforms,  it  was  necessary 
for  most  mining  developments  to  be  excluded 
from  the  designated  area. 

37-9:  The  estimated  extent  of  the  loss  of  visitors' 
perception  of  naturalness  on  lands  surround- 
ing mining  developments  is  based  on  a  com- 
bination of  the  area's  terrain  and  the  location 
of  mining  developments  within  the  area.  In 
the  case  of  the  Swansea  WSA,  an  extensive 
area  (9,900  acres,  as  revised)  is  anticipated  to 
be  affected  because  of  the  combination  of 
these  factors.  (See  Chapter  4  of  the  FEIS.) 

37-10:  The  statement  concerning  the  relation- 
ship between  short-term  use  and  long-term 
productivity  in  the  Proposed  Action/Partial 
Wilderness  alternative  for  the  Swansea  WSA 
has  been  revised  in  the  FEIS  to  include  a  ref- 
erence to  motorized  vehicles. 

37-11:  The  corridor  along  the  eastern  boundary 
of  the  Swansea  WSA  has  been  designated  by 
the  Phoenix  District  in  the  Hualapai  -  Aqua- 
rius MFP. 

The  text  of  the  FEIS  explains  the  origin  of  this 
corridor. 

37-12:  Red  Cloud  Wash  was  classified  as  a  road 
in  the  inventory  phase  of  the  wilderness  study 
process,  where  boundary  determinations 
were  made  based  upon  established  criteria. 

37-13:  See  response  to  Comment  29-3. 

37-14:  The  projected  development  of  three  small 
placer  mines  in  the  northern  part  of  the  Trigo 
Mountains  WSA  has  been  eliminated  in  the 
final  EIS,  as  it  has  been  assumed  that  no  new 
mineral  development  would  occur  on  Recla- 
mation withdrawn  lands  within  the  next  25 
years.  (See  Assumptions  for  mineral  and 
energy  resources  in  Chapter  2  of  the  FEIS.) 

References  to  the  impairment  of  "regional 
gold  production"  have  been  deleted  in  the 
FEIS. 

37-15:  A  partial  wilderness  alternative  for  the 
South  Trigo  Mountains  WSA— consisting  of 
lands  remaining  afterthe  elimination  of  areas 
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of  high  mineral  potential— was  considered  by 
BLM.  It  was  not  studied  in  detail,  however, 
because  this  remaining  area  was  considered 
too  small  to  improve  the  manageability  of  the 
contiguous  unit  of  proposed  wilderness. 

37-16:  Mining  activities  on  federal  mineral  estate 
are  not  unrestricted,  and  would  be  regulated 
by  BLM  and  federal  and  state  regulatory  agen- 
cies. Site-specific  environmental  documenta- 
tion would  be  required  by  regulation  for  any 
proposed  mining  development,  and  would 
include  mitigating  measures  to  minimize  any 
adverse  impacts  to  adjacent  lands  within  the 
wildlife  refuge.  (See  also  response  to  Com- 
ment 6-3.) 

Authority  for  BLM  regulation  (43  CFR  3809, 
Surface  Management)  is  also  provided  for  by 
Section  9  of  the  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  Act 
(16  U.S.C.  1280). 

37-17:  The  phrase  "but  over  time  the  disturbed 
areas  would  revegetate  and  return  to  natural 
condition"  has  been  deleted  from  the  analysis 
of  the  relationship  between  short-term  uses 
and  long-term  productivity  for  the  proposed 
action  in  the  South  Trigo  Mountains  WSA  in 
the  FEIS. 

37-18:  Wildlife  using  the  proposed  apron  catch- 
ments in  Sections  1 4  and  1 5  would  not  be  sub- 
ject to  substantial  disturbance  from  vehicles 
on  the  Clip  Wash  Road  during  the  time  when 
water  is  most  critical.  During  the  hot  summer 
months  when  water  is  most  important  to  wild- 
life, use  on  the  long  and  rough  Clip  Wash 
Road  by  people  would  be  very  low.  In  addi- 
tion, by  Arizona  State  Law,  no  camping  would 
be  allowed  within  V*  mile  of  this  remote  desert 
water  supply. 

37-19:  See  response  to  Comment  6-4. 

37-20:  Two  horse  camps  would  be  developed  to 
accommodate  horseback  riding  use  under 
the  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  Alter- 
native. They  would  be  developed  outside  the 
western  boundary  of  theTrigo  Mountains  Wil- 
derness Study  Area  and  would  consist  of  min- 
imal developments.  Upon  wildernessdesigna- 
tion,  a  management  plan  for  the  area  would 
be  developed  that  incorporates  monitoring  of 
all  uses. 

37-21 :  The  "deposits"  that  a  USGS  study  has  con- 
cluded ". . .  are  probably  too  small  to  be  con- 
sidered a  resource  .  .  ."  (as  referenced  on 
page  150  of  the  DEIS)  are  actually  the  gold 
placers  within  the  WSA  rather  than  uranium 
deposits.  As  sta,ted  in  the  same  paragraph, 
areas  within  the  eastern  portion  of  the  WSA 
are  considered  by  USGS  to  have  a  moderate 
potential  for  uranium. 


The  description  of  mineral  resources  in  the 
Muggins  Mountains  WSA  has  been  revised  in 
the  Final  EIS  to  clarify  these  considerations. 
(See  Chapter  3  of  the  FEIS.) 

37-22:  See  General  Response  6. 

37-23:  We  believe  that  administering  a  boundary 
that  follows  the  natural  wash  (as  proposed) 
would  be  more  reasonable  than  using  a 
boundary  that  follows  section  lines  in  the 
northwest  portion  of  the  Muggins  Mountains 
Wilderness  Study  Area  and  incorporates  a 
highly  unmanageable,  thin,  rectangular  pen- 
insula. 

38-1:  See  General  Response  7. 

38-2:  The  rationale  for  a  boundary  adjustment  "to 
allow  easy  access  to  nearby  developed  areas 
near  west  boundary"  was  to  accommodate 
motorized  recreation  use  that  extends  into 
the  area  from  developed  recreation  sites  in 
Lake  Havasu  State  Park.  The  rationale  has 
been  revised  in  the  Final  EIS  to  clarify  this 
intent.  (See  Chapters  2  and  4  of  the  FEIS.) 

The  rationale  for  boundary  adjustments  to 
"follow  geographic  features"  was  to  use  iden- 
tifiable features  (such  as  washes)  to  separate 
areas  having  the  highest  wilderness  qualities 
from  the  portions  of  the  WSA  with  identified 
resource  conflicts. 

38-3:  We  consider  cherrystemming  necessary  in 
the  Partial  Wilderness  alternative  because  the 
Mohave  Wash  WSA  receives  a  substantial  de- 
mand for  motorized  use  and  is  a  large  area. 
This  approach  is  consistent  with  the  Yuma 
District  RMP  and  the  resource  values  and 
uses  in  the  area.  (See  also  response  to  Com- 
ment 38-2.) 

38-4:  See  General  Response  6. 

38-5:  The  affected  environment  for  the  Mohave 
Wash  WSA  has  been  revised  in  the  FEIS  in 
accord  with  drilling  data  submitted  by  the 
subsurface  estate  title  holder.  This  data  indi- 
cates that  areas  of  high  mineral  potential  are 
representative  of  the  mineral  resource  in  the 
WSA. 

38-6:  See  response  to  Comment  29-3. 

38-7:  While  mining  would  physically  disturb  353 
acres,  the  wilderness  visitor  would  be  aware 
of  the  disturbance  over  a  larger  area  because 
the  sights  and  sounds  would  extend  outside 
the  immediate  area  of  surface  disturbance. 

38-8:  The  analysis  of  environmental  conse- 
quences for  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
has  been  revised  in  the  FEIS  to  include  con- 
siderations of  existing  protection  for  the  hab- 
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itat  under  the  Yuma  District  RMP  and  addi- 
tional protection  under  wilderness  designa- 
tion. On  the  basis  of  this  revision,  it  has  been 
concluded  that  no  substantial  adverse 
impacts  to  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat 
would  resultfromnondesignation.(SeeChap- 
ter  1  of  the  FEIS.) 

38-9:  See  General  Response  7. 

38-10:  The  rationale  for  boundary  adjustments  in 
the  Cactus  Plain  WSA  under  the  Proposed 
Action/ Partial  Wilderness  and  Enhanced  Wil- 
derness alternatives  has  been  revised  in  the 
FEIS  to  provide  for  the  exclusion  of  mining 
development  in  the  northwest  part.  (See 
Chapter  2  of  the  FEIS.) 

Based  on  the  findings  presented  in  Chapter 
3  of  the  FEIS,  BLM  has  concluded  that  por- 
tions of  the  Cactus  Plain  have  a  moderate 
potential  for  metallic  minerals.  (See  Map  2-5.) 
The  reason  that  the  findings  of  the  U.S.  Bu- 
reau of  Mines  and  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey 
appear  to  conflict  is  because  the  Bureau  of 
Mines  addresses  evidence  of  mineral  develop- 
ment while  the  Geological  Survey  estimates 
the  potential  for  mineral  development. 

The  location  of  the  general  exploration  pro- 
gram within  the  Cactus  Plain  WSA  has  been 
revised  in  the  FEIS. 

38-11:  Provisions  for  motorized  access  to  range 
improvements  have  been  eliminated  in  the 
FEIS  from  the  rationale  for  boundary  adjust- 
ments in  the  Cactus  Plain  WSA  under  the  Pro- 
posed Action/ Partial  Wilderness  and  En- 
hanced Wilderness  alternatives.  (See  Chap- 
ter 2  of  the  FEIS.) 

38-12:  The  avoidance  of  conflict  with  Native 
American  traditional  values  has  been  elimi- 
nated in  the  FEIS  from  the  rationale  for 
boundary  adjustments  in  the  Cactus  Plain 
WSA  under  the  Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wil- 
derness and  Enhanced  Wilderness  alterna- 
tives. (See  Chapter  2  of  the  FEIS.) 

38-13:  The  rationale  for  using  Osborne  Wash  as 
a  boundary  for  the  designated  area  under  the 
Proposed  Action/ Partial  Wilderness  and  En- 
hanced Wilderness  alternatives  has  been 
deleted  in  the  FEIS. 

38-14:  The  20  acres  that  would  be  developed  for 
the  new  Parker  townsite  represent  the  initial 
development  that  is  anticipated  within  the 
next  25  years.  Over  time,  the  entire  3,325-acre 
area  is  planned  for  development  and  related 
uses. 

38-15:  Alternatives  for  development  of  the  new 
Parker  townsite  would  be  addressed  in  the 


environmental  documentation  for  the  pro- 
posed land  transfer. 

38-16:  The  corridor  across  the  western  end  of  the 
WSA  was  designated  in  the  Yuma  District 
RMP  to  be  compatible  with  future  plans  for 
the  new  Parker  townsite.  Its  use  is  contingent 
upon  nondesignation  of  this  portion  of  the 
WSA. 

38-17:  According  to  existing  information  (Warren 
and  Laurenzi,  1987),  neither  Stephanomeria 
schottii  (Schotts  wire-lettuce)  or  Nemacaulis 
denudata  (wooly  heads)  were  observed 
within  the  dune  system. 

The  Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard  is  not  a  Fed- 
eral Candidate  species  according  to  the  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  (May  1,  1987). 

38-18:  The  additional  acres  cited  would  result 
from  secondary  impacts  to  the  perception  of 
the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
solitude  or  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type 
of  recreation. 

38-19:  The  Kofa  Unit  4  Southern  Addition  WSA 
has  already  been  determined  to  lack  wilder- 
ness characteristics  when  considered  by 
itself.  Re-evaluation  of  this  determination, 
which  was  made  during  the  wilderness  inven- 
tory, is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

38-20:  See  General  Response  7. 

38-21:  Existing  vehicle  ways  within  the  three  Kofa 
Addition  WSAs  provide  access  only  up  to  the 
boundary  of  the  Kofa  National  Wildlife  Ref- 
uge. 

38-22:  It  has  been  determined  that  outcroppings 
from  a  known  zeolite  deposit  extend  into  an 
area  along  the  southern  boundary  of  the  Kofa 
Unit  4  Northern  Addition  WSA. 

38-23:  See  response  to  Comment  38-8. 

38-24:  As  indicated  in  the  General  Assumptions 
section  in  Chapter  4  of  the  FEIS,  the  only 
adverse  impacts  to  bighorn  sheep  from  min- 
ing developments  would  be  the  direct  loss  of 
habitat  from  surface  disturbances.  BLM  has 
no  evidence  to  indicate  that  disturbances  to 
the  sheep  from  the  sights  and  sounds  of  min- 
ing operations  or  vehicle  use  would  be  more 
than  temporary  in  nature. 

38-25:  The  corridor  that  overlaps  portions  of  the 
WSA  was  designated  in  the  Yuma  District 
RMP  to  accommodate  utilities  paralleling 
U.S.  Highway  95.  Use  of  the  overlapping  por- 
tion of  the  corridor  is  contingent  on  nondesig- 
nation of  the  affected  WSA  lands. 

38-26:  BLM  has  no  data  to  indicate  that  the  Little 
Picacho  Peak  WSA  is  contiguous  with  a  pro- 
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posed  wilderness  unit  within  the  Imperial  Na- 
tional Wildlife  Refuge. 

38-27:  Table  3-3  has  been  revised  in  the  FEIS  to 
coincide  with  Map  3-1. 

38-28:  See  General  Response  7. 

38-29:  The  mining  claims  predate  the  withdrawal. 

38-30:  See  General  Response  5. 

38-31:  See  General  Response  6. 

39-1:  See  General  Response  2. 

41-1:  See  General  Response  2. 

41-2:  Where  low  overflight  and  associated  sights 
and  sounds  becomes  a  problem,  or  is 
expected  to  become  a  problem,  wilderness 
management  plans  will  provide  for  liaison 
with  proper  military  authorities,  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  and  contact  with 
pilots  in  the  general  area,  in  an  effort  to  alle- 
viate such  disturbances.  (See  response  to 
Comment  10-1.) 

Individuals 

55-1:  See  General  Response  2. 

60-1:  Except  for  Section  2,  which  is  known  to  be 
outside  of  any  WSAs,  the  descriptions  pro- 
vided do  not  give  sufficient  information  to  de- 
termine whether  or  not  the  claims  are  inside 
or  outside  the  Trigo  and  South  Trigo  Moun- 
tain WSAs.  All  claims  within  WSAs  would  be 
handled  as  described  in  the  Assumptions  for 
mineral  and  energy  resources  (as  found  in 
Chapter  2  of  the  FEIS),  if  included  in  an  area 
that  is  designated  as  wilderness. 

64-1:  See  response  to  Comment  60-1. 

72-1:  The  document  referenced  in  this  comment 
is  MLA  50-87  by  Ridenour  and  others,  a  1987 
Bureau  of  Mines  publication  which  was  not 
considered  in  the  Draft  EIS.  Information 
therein  has  since  been  incorporated  and  ref- 
erenced in  the  Final  EIS. 

Based  upon  this  new  reference,  BLM  has 
revised  its  assessment  of  mineral  potential  for 
the  Whipple  Mountains  Addition  WSA  to  indi- 
cate that  portions  of  the  area  have  a  high 
potential  for  metallic  mineralization  and  mod- 
erate potential  for  precious  metal  resources 
development.  (See  Chapter  3  of  the  FEIS.) 

74-1:  See  response  to  Comment  66-1. 

74-2:  See  response  to  Comment  82-2. 

74-3:  See  response  to  Comment  82-3. 
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81-1:  The  presence  of  mining  claims  does  not 
automatically  exclude  an  area  from  a  wilder- 
ness designation  proposal. 

81-2:  The  reported  mineralizations  within  the 
Buckskin  Mountains  were  taken  into  consid- 
eration in  the  Draft  EIS. 

82-1:  The  information  presented  in  this  comment 
regarding  drilling,  exploring,  sampling  and 
geologic  study  on  mining  claims  within  the 
WSA  is  not  specific.  Consequently,  it  cannot 
compared  with  the  analysis  of  mineral  poten- 
tial in  the  Draft  EIS. 

82-2:  Patented  mining  claims,  roads,  transmis- 
sion lines  and  state  lands  were  all  excluded 
from  the  WSA  during  the  inventory  phase  of 
wilderness  review. 

Some  mining  operations,  wildlife  watercatch- 
ments  and  range  improvements  have  been 
included  in  the  WSA.  However,  these  features 
are  all  considered  to  have  a  substantially 
unnoticeable  effect  on  the  area's  wilderness 
characteristics. 

82-3:  BLM  does  not  considerthe  presence  of  split- 
estate  lands  to  be  a  wilderness  designation 
issue.  (See  Chapter  1  of  the  FEIS.) 

82-4:  The  presence  of  outstanding  or  unique 
physical  features  that  could  be  damaged 
under  nondesignation  is  only  one  factor  in 
determining  the  suitability  of  an  area  for  wil- 
derness designation. 

89-1:  The  use  of  animals  of  burden  is  not  consid- 
ered practical  for  mineral  development  activ- 
ities. 

89-2:  See  response  to  Comment  10-42. 

89-3:  See  General  Response  1 . 


Public  Hearing  Transcripts 

Following  are  the  transcripts  of  the  wilderness 
hearings  conducted  in  Yuma,  Lake  Havasu  City, 
Parker,  Blythe  and  Phoenix.  Persons  testifying  at 
these  hearings  have  been  identified  by  number  in 
the  order  in  which  they  testified.  Those  with  com- 
ments pertaining  to  the  adequacy  of  the  draft  EIS 
are  further  identified  by  an  asterisk.  BLM's 
responses  to  the  comments  follow  the  transcripts. 

The  Yuma  hearing  was  held  September  15, 
1987,  in  the  auditorium  of  the  Rancho  Viejo  Ele- 
mentary School,  930  South  Avenue  C.  Eighteen 
attendees  testified  at  the  hearing. 

The  Lake  Havasu  City  hearing  was  held  Sep- 
tember 16,  1987,  in  the  gymnasium  of  the  Hava- 
supai  Elementary  School,  880  Cashmere  Boule- 
vard. Twelve  attendees  testified  at  the  hearing. 
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The  Parker  hearing  was  held  September  22, 
1987,  in  the  gymnasium  (Dome)  of  the  Wallace 
School,  1650  Navaho.  Four  attendees  testified  at 
the  hearing. 

The  Blythe  hearing  was  held  September  23, 
1987,  in  the  cafetorium  of  the  Ruth  Brown  School, 
241  North  Seventh  Street.  None  of  the  attendees 
testified  at  the  hearing. 


The  final  hearing  was  held  in  Phoenix  on  Sep- 
tember 29,  1987,  in  the  Maricopa  County  Board 
of  Supervisors  Auditorium,  205  West  Jefferson. 
Ten  attendees  testified  at  the  hearing. 

The  following  individuals  testified  at  the  five 
public  hearings. 


YUMA,  ARIZONA  HEARING 
September  15, 1987 

1  Dom  Detorres 

2  Bill  Bruce,  Southwest  Treasure  Hunters'  Club 
3*  Jim  Breck,  Arizona  Wildlife  Federation 

4  Harry  Tate 

5  Bill  Kerekes 

6  Joe  Melton 

7  Richard  Robinson 

8  Larry  Knight 

9  Cary  Meister,  Yuma  Audubon  Society 
10  Anna  Marie  Sorrill 

11*  Don  Wingfield,  Arizona  Game  and  Fish  Department 

12*  T.  A.  Burdick 

13*  Jon  Fugate,  Yuma  Valley  Rod  and  Gun  Club 

14  Tim  Smith 

15  Mike  Daily 

16  Summer  Franks 

17  Bill  Conley 

18  Arnie  Bulick 


LAKE  HAVASU  CITY,  ARIZONA  HEARING 
September  16, 1987 


1 

Art  Horvath 

2 

David  Woodcox 

3 

John  Ward 

4 

Steve  Alexander 

5 

Steve  Hold  read 

6 

Gary  Martin 

7 

Richard  Sparks 

8 

William  Mulder 

9* 

John  Ingham 

10 

Tammy  Buck 

11 

Forest  Maki 

12 

Larry  Yonda 

PARKER,  ARIZONA  HEARING 
September  22, 1987 

1  Shirley  Bassford,  Town  of  Parker 

2  Doug  G.  Peterson 

3  Neta  Bowman,  La  Paz  County 

4  Larry  Busby 


BLYTHE,  CALIFORNIA  HEARING 
September  23, 1987 

No  Testimony  Received. 


PHOENIX,  ARIZONA  HEARING 
September  29, 1987 

1*  Mat  McWenie 

2*  Stu  Bengson 

3*  George  Byers,  Santa  Fe  Pacific  Railroad  Company 

4  James  Youell 

5  Carolina  Butler 

6  Filomena  Durango 

7  Stephen  Williams,  Arizona  Desert  Bighorn  Sheep  Society 
8*  Jim  Norton,  Wilderness  Society 

9*  Tom  Wright,  Sierra  Club  Palo  Verde  Group 

10  Rob  Smith,  Sierra  Club  Southwest  Office 
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YUMA  DISTRICT  WILDERNESS  HEARING 
TAKEN  ON  TUESDAY,  SEPTEMBER  15,  1987 

i 

2 
3 
4 

5 

6 

7 

1587.   COMMENTS  ON  THE  ADEQUACY  OF  THE  E.I.S.  THAT  ARE 
RECEIVED  DURING  THIS  WILL  REVIEW  PERIOD  BE  USED  IN  THE  LATER 
DECISIONMAKING  PROCESS  AND  INCLUDED  IN  THE  FINAL  WILDERNESS 
£.  1  .S. 

AS  PART  OF  THE  PUBLIC  REVIEW  PROCESS,  THE  PUBLIC 
HEARINGS  ON  THE  DRAFT  E.I.S.  ARE  BEING  HELD  IN  YUMA  TONIGHT 
AND  LAKE  HAVASU  TOMORROW  NIGHT  ANO  PARKER,  ARIZONA  ON 

6 

AT  930  SOUTH  AVENUE  "C" 
YUMA,  ARIZONA 

8 

SEPTEMBER  22ND,  AND  BLYTHE ,  CALIFORNIA  ON  SEPTEMBER  23RD, 

9 

AT  7:10  P.M. 

9 

ANO  IN  PHOENIX,  ARIZONA  ON  SEPTEMBER  29TM. 

10 

10 

MEMBERS  OF  THE  PUBLIC  ARE  INVITED  AND  ARE 

11 

11 

ENCOURAGED  TO  REVIEW  THE  DRAFT  E.I. 5.  ANO  SUBMIT  WRITTEN 

12 

12 

COMMENTS  AND/OR  ATTEND  ANY  ONE  OF  THESE  HEARINGS  TO  SUBMIT 

13 

13 

ORAL  COMMENTS.   THANK  YOU. 

14 

' 

14 

MR.  BAUER:   THANK  YOU,  DARWIN.   WE  HAVE     — ' 

IS 

15 

ARRANGED  THE  LIST  THAT  YOU  SIGNED  IN  ON  IN  KIND  OF  A  RANDOM 

16 

16 

ORDER,  SO  AT  THIS  POINT  I'M  GOING  TO  GO  DOWN  THE  LIST  AND 

17 

17 

ASK  THOSE  WHO  INDICATED  THAT  THEY  WOULD  LIKE  TO  MAKE  A 

18 

REPORTED  BY:   KARA  M.  WYNN,  COURT  REPORTER 

18 

5TATEMENT  TO  COME  FORWARD  TO  THAT  MICROPHONE  AND  MAKE  A 

19 
20 

19 

STATEMENT. 

20 

THE  FIRST  ONE  IS  DOM  DETORRES. 

21 

21 

MR.  DET0RRE5:   WELL,  TO  START  WITH  I  RUN  A 

22 

Property  of 

|   22 

SMALL  BUSINESS  IN  TOWN  AND  I  ALSO  00  SOME  RECREATIONAL 

23 

USW  /  BLM 
Yuma  Districl  Office 

'   23 

PROSPECTING  AND  MINING  OUT  AT  MUGGINS  AND  OTHER  AREAS  AROUND 

24 

24 

AND  IT  SEEMS  TO  ME  THAT  THE  BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT  HASN'T 

25 

25 

GONE  OUT  AND  DONE  EVERYTHING  THEY  SAY  THEY  DID  TO  BECAUSE  IF 
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1 

THEY  DID  THEY  WOULD  SEE  IN  MUGGINS  MOUNTAINS  IT'S  BEEN  A 

a 

2 

MINING  AREA  FOR  OVER  A  HUNDRED  YEARS  AND  THEY  WANT  IT  ALMOST 

3 

Ut  C_E-  i 

3 

COMPLETELY  CLOSED  OFF. 

4 

4 

TO  SAY  IT'S  A  WILDERNESS  AREA,  I  THINK  THEY'RE 

5 

5 

MISTAKEN  ON  THAT;  AND  AS  FAR  AS  A  LOT  OF  THOSE  OTHER  AREAS, 

e 

6 

THEY  ARE  PART  OF  OUR  GOVERNMENT  AND  PART  OF  OUR  COUNTRY. 

7 

7 

THEY  SAY  THEY  DON'T  KNOW  WHY  PEOPLE  ARE  UPSET. 

g 

APPEARANCES: 

8 

IF  YOU  LOOK  AT  THAT  MAP  AND  WHAT  THEY'RE  CLOSING 

9 

1    • 

OFF  AND  WHAT  THE  REST  OF  OUR  GOVERNMENT  HAS  CLOSED  OFF,  WE 

10 

LARRY  BAUER,  DEPUTY  STATE  DIRECTOR 

10 

DON'T  HAVE  ANY  LAND  AROUND  YUMA  AT  ALL. 

u 

FOR  MINERALS 

11 

WE'VE  GOT  THE  PROVING  GROUND,  WE'VE  GOT  THE  GAME 

12 

12 

LANDING,  YOU  GOT  THE  BOMBING  RANGE,  YOU'VE  GOT  THE  MARINE 

13 

13 

BASE,  YOU  GOT  THE  OTHERS  AND  THESE  TWO;  ONE  IS  A  RIVER  AND 

14 

DARWIN  SNEED,  DISTRICT  MANAGER 

14 

ONE  IS  A  RAILROAD  TRACK  OUT  OF  YUMA. 

15 

OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

13 

[  DON'T  SEE  TOO  MUCH  STUDY  OR  CLOSED  DOWN  LIKE  OUR 

16 

16 

AREA  IS,  AND  I  THINK  PERSONALLY  THEY  OUGHT  TO  RE-EVALUATE 

17 

17 

THEIR  AREAS  THAT  THEY  CHECKED.   THAT'S  MY  INPUT.   THANK  YOU. 

18 
19 

18 

MR.  BAUER:   THANK  YUU ,  MR.  DETORRES. 

19 

MR.  BRUCE,  DO  YOU  WISH  TO  MAKE  A  STATEMENT? 

20 

20 

MR.  BRUCE:   YES.   OKAY.   HOW  DOES  THIS  SOUND? 

21 

2» 

™  22 

OKAY.   MY  NAME  IS  A  BILL  BRUCE  AND  1  AM  PAST  PRESIDENT  OF 

22 

THE  SOUTHWEST  TREASURE  HUNTERS'  CLUB  LOCATED  HERE  IN  YUMA, 

23 

23 

ARIZONA.   WHAT  I'D  LIKE  TO  TALK  ABOUT  |S  SOME  OF  THE  ITEMS 

24 

24 

THAT  DON  TOUCHED  ON  HERE  IS  THE  RECREATIONAL  MINING  THAT  IS 

25 

25 

BEING  DONE  IN  THIS  AREA  BY  THE  SMALL  PROSPECTOR. 
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1 

THE  GUTS  IN  1880  WEREN'T  TOLD  WHERE  THEY  COULD  GO 

1 

SAID  WHAT  IS  B.L.M.  GOING  TO  DO  TO  SET  ASIDE  A  PORTION  OF 

2 

OR  WHAT  THEY  COULD  DO  ON  WHOSE  PROPERTY.   IT  WAS  EVERYBODY'S 

2 

THAT  LAND  THAT  THEY  WANT  TO  BECOME  WILDERNESS  AS 

3 

PROPERTY.   TODAY,  WE'RE  HAVING  A  WILDERNESS  STUDY.   THEY 

3 

RECREATIONAL  MINING  AREAS. 

4 

WANT  TO  FIND  OUT  WHETHER  OR  NOT  A  CERTAIN  AREA  SHOULD  BE  PUT 

4 

I  OUST  WANT  EVERYBODY  TO  C0N5IDER  THE  IMPACT  OF 

5 

ASIDE  FOR  THE  PRESERVATION  OF  OUR  FUTURE  CHILDREN. 

5 

THE  ECONOMY  THAT'S  GOING  TO  HAPPEN  HERE.  THE  FACT  THAT  EACH 

6 

I  THINK  THAT'S  GREAT,  BUT  I  DON'T  WANT  THE  PEOPLE 

6 

INDIVIDUAL  PERSON  THAT  WANTS  TO  GO  OUT  AND  KICK  A  STONE  CAN 

7 

THAT  ARE  DOING  TH  15  STUDY  TO  INFRINGE  UPON  THE  RIGHTS  OR  THE 

7 

DO  THAT,  BUT  DON'T  TAKE  AWAY  OUR  RIGHTS  TO  ACCESS  TO  THIS 

8 

FREEDOMS  THAT  WE  HAVE  IN  THIS  COUNTRY,  WHICH  IS  TO  DO  THE 

8 

LAND  BY  SIMPLY  CALLING  IT  A  WILDERNESS  AREA. 

9 

THINGS  THAT  WE  WANT  TO  DO  WHEN  WE  WANT  TO  DO  THEM  AND  WHERE 

9 

50ME  PEOPLE  CAN'T  TAKE  A  60  POUND  DRY  WASHER  ON 

10 

WE  WANT  TO  00  THEM;  AND  I  THINK  THAT  BY  CLOSING  OFF  ANY 

10 

THEIR  BACK  AND  HIKE  IT  INTO  THE  MOUNTAINS  FOR  FIVE  OR  TEN 

11 

PIECE  OF  LAND  TO  ANY  PERSON  THAT  IS  IN  A  RECREATIONAL  MINING 

11 

MILES,  AND  SOME  PLACES  YOU  HAVE  TO  GO  TEN,  15,  OR  20  MILE5 

2  12 

POSITION,  THAT  DOES  THAT  TYPE  OF  THING,  IS  TOTALLY  UNFAIR. 

2  12 

BACK  INTO  THE  MOUNTAINS  TO  FIND  PRIME  GOLD  PRODUCING  AREAS 

fc   IS 

NOW,  THERE  ARE  FOLKS  THAT  ARE  GOING  TO  SAY,  WELL, 

*-  13 

AND  I'M  TALKING  ABOUT  HARD  ROCK  MINING  AS  WELL  AS  GLACER 

14 

THE  AUDABON  SOCIETY  OR  THE  BIRD  WATCHING  PEOPLE  OR  THE 

14 

MINING. 

15 

ANIMAL  PROTECTION  AGENCIE5,  THEY'RE  GOING  TO  SAY,  WE  WANT 

15 

YUMA  AND  THE  IMPERIAL  COUNTY  ARE  MAJOR  GOLD 

16 

THIS  WILDERNESS  LAND  AND  I  DON'T  DISAGREE  WITH  THAT. 

18 

PRODUCING  AREAS,  THEY  HAVE  BEEN  SINCE  THE  1800'S;  AND  I 

17 

ALL  I  WANT  TO  SEE  IS  I  WANT  TO  SEE  SOMETHING  IN 

17 

THINK  IF  SOMETHING  ISN'T  DONE  OR  PROVISIONS  SET  ASIDE  FOR 

18 

WRITING  WHERE  THE  B.L.M.  IS  GOING  TO  SET  ASIDE  SPECIFIC 

18 

US,  1  THINK  WE'RE  ALL  GOING  TO  LOSE  AND  ALL  I'M  ASKING  AT 

19 

KNOWN  GOLD  PRODUCING  AND  MINERAL  EXPLORATION  AREAS  FOR  THE 

19 

THIS  TIME  IS  TO  CONSIDER  OUR  SMALL  PORTION  OF  AMERICA. 

20 

SPECIFIC  USE  OF  THE  SMALL  INDIVIDUAL  MINER.   I'M  NOT  TALKING 

20 

THANK  YOU. 

21 

CORPORATIONS.   I'M  NOT  TALKING  MINING  COMPANIES  .THAT  COME  IN 

21 

MR.  SAUERi   I  WOULD  LIKE  TO  MAKE  ONE 

22 

WITH  A  HUNDRED  THOUSAND,  TWO  HUNDRED  THOUSAND,  A  MILLION 

22 

ADDITIONAL  REQUEST  OF  ANY  OF  YOU  WHO  WISH  TO  SPEAK;  AND  THAT 

23 

DOLLARS  WORTH  OF  MINING  EQUIPMENT. 

23 

IS  TO  HELP  OUR  RECORDER,  PLEASE  STATE  YOUR  FULL  NAME  BEFORE 

24 

I  DON'T  LIKE  THAT.   I  DON'T  LIKE  THAT,  BUT  1  DON'T 

24 

YOU  BEGIN  TO  GIVE  YOUR  STATEMENT.   THE  NEXT  PERSON  THAT  I 

89 

THINK  THE  RECREATION  SHOULD  BE  TAKEN  AWAY  FROM  THE  SMALL 

25 

HAVE  THAT  HAS  INDICATED  AN  INTEREST  TO  SPEAK  IS  JIM  BRECK. 
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1 

GUY.   ANOTHER  THING  TO  CONSIDER  IN  THE  YUMA  AREA,  THE 

1 

MR.  BRECK:   MY  NAME  IS  JIM  BRECK,  AND  I'M 

2 

ECONOMIC  IMPACT  OF  THE  PEOPLE  FROM  OREGON,  WASHINGTON, 

2 

3> 

HERE  TONIGHT  TO  REPRESENT  THE  ARIZONA  WILDLIFE  FEDERATION 

3 

NORTHERN  CALIFORNIA,  WYOMING,  MONTANA.   THEY  ALL  COME  HERE. 

AND  I'M  ALSO  A  MEMBER  OF  THE  YUMA  VALLEY  ROD  ANO  GUN  CLUB. 

4 

WHY?   THEY  LOVE  YUMA'S  WEATHER  IN  THE  WINTERTIME. 

4 

1  THINK  THAT  THE  YUMA  DISTRICT  IS  TO  BE 

9 

HOW  DO  THEY  GET  HERE?   THEY  GET  HERE  WITH  MOTOR 

5 

COMPLIMENTED  ON  THE  FACT  THAT  THEY  HAVE  TAKEN  INTO  ACCOUNT 

6 

HOMES  PULLING  JEEPSi  AND  WHY  ARE  THEY  PULLING  JEEPS? 

6 

WILDLIFE  ACCESS  TO  A  MUCH  GREATER  EXTENT  THAN  THE  PHOENIX 

7 

BECAUSE  THAT'S  THEIR  WAY  TO  GET  AROUND  IN  THE  BOONIES  THAT 

7 

DISTRICT  DID.   THE  PHOENIX  DISTRICT  WILDLIFE  OR  WILDERNESS 

6 

WE  SO  GRACIOUSLY  ALLOW  THEM  TO  STAY  ON.   THAT'S  FINE  AND 

S 

PROPOSAL  REALLY  DID  NOT  ADEQUATELY  ADDRESS  THOSE  ISSUES. 

9 

GOOD.   THOSE  PEOPLE  BRING  MONEY  TO  US,  MILLIONS  OF  DOLLARS  A 

9 

THAT  IS  A  CONCERN.   IT'S  NOT  ONLY  A  CONCERN  TO  US 

10 

YEAR  THEY  BRING  INTO  THIS  COUNTY. 

10 

THE  PEOPLE  THAT  GO  OUT  AND  RECREATE  THOSE  AREAS  AND  HUNT, 

11 

EVEN  THOUGH  THEY  MAY  BE  STAYING  ON  PUBLIC  LANDS 

11 

THE  PEOPLE  THAT  TRAP,  THE  PEOPLE  THAT  RECREAT IONALLY  MINE 

P       " 

OPERATED  BY  THE  B.L.M.,  THEY  PRODUCE  FUNDS  THAT  COME  INTO 

12 

BUT  ACCESS  IS  A  VERY  CRITICAL  AREA  OF  CONSIDERATION  WHEN 

^   13 

THIS  COUNTY.   THOSE  PEOPLE,  NOT  ALL,  BUT  SOME  ARE 

13 

WE'RE  TALKING  ABOUT  DESERT  AREAS. 

14 

RECREATIONAL  MINERS. 

14 

WE  ARE  CONCERNED  ABOUT  THE  WILDLIFE  HABITAT, 

15 

IF  YOU  TELL  THEM  THEY  NO  LONGER  CAN  TAKE  THE  DIRT 

15 

SPECIFICALLY  THE  LARGE  MAMMALS  THAT  ARE  OUT  THERE  THAT  MUST 

16 

ROAD  AND  GO  BACK  INTO  THE  MOUNTAINS  AND  DIG  THEIR  LITTLE  PAN 

16 

HAVE  WATER.   IN  ORDER  TO  PROVIDE  WATER  FOR  TH05E  ANIMALS, 

17 

FULL  OF  DIRT  OR  RUN  THEIR  GOLD  WASHING  MACHINE)  THAT  THEY 

17 

MANMADE  IMPROVEMENTS  HAVE  TO  BE  MADE,  WATER  HAS  TO  BE 

18 

CAN'T  DRIVE  THEIR  JEEP  AND  CARRY  THEIR  EQUIPMENT  SACK  TO 

18 

HAULED.   IN  MANY  CASES  THE  GAME  AND  FISH  DEPARTMENT  KEEPS 

19 

WHERE  THEY'VE  BEEN  DOING  THIS  FOR  YEAR5,  THEY'RE  GOING  TO  GO 

19 

TANKS  FILLED  THROUGHOUT  THE  SUMMER  TO  PROVIDE  FOR  THESE 

20 

SOMEPLACE  ELSE. 

20 

ANIMALS  AND  THERE  ARE  SOME  TANKS  THAT  I  READ  IN  THE  PROPOSAL 

21 

NOW,  THAT  MAY  BE  A  SMALL  PORTION.   A  LOT  OF  THE 

21 

TO  BE  BUILT. 

23 

WINTER  VISITORS  MAY  BE  JOGGERS,  THEY  MAY  BE  BICYCLE  ATICS, 

22 

THE  BOOK  STATES  THEY'RE  GOING  TO  BE  DONE  BY 

23 

THEY  MAY  BE  ANY  TYPE  OF  A  PERSON  THAT  ENJOYS  THE  OUTDOORS, 

23 

HELICOPTER.   NOW,  I  ASK  YOU  IS  THAT  AN  EFFICIENT  USE  OF  OUR 

24 

BUT  WE  ALL  ENJOY  THE  OUTDOORS.   I  DON'T  THINK  THAT  THERE'S 

24 

TAXPAYERS'  MONEY  WHEN  THE  B.L.M.  HAS  MILLIONS  OF  DOLLARS 

25 

BEEN  A  STATEMENT  MADE  HERE  TONIGHT  THAT  HAS  SPECIFICALLY 

25 

WORTH  OF  4-WHSEL  DRIVE  VEHICLES  AND  TRUCKS  TO  TAKE  CARE  OF 
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THESE  TYPES  OF  THINGS? 

MOST  OF  YOU  KNOW  I'M  SURE  THAT  PART  OF  THE 
WILDERNESS  DESIGNATION  MEANS  THAT  ANYTHING  THAT  HAPPENS  OUT 
THERE  SHOULD  BE  OF  THE  EVENT  OF  THE  MINIMUM  TOOL.   THERE'S  A 
MINIMUM  TOOL  REQUIREMENT!  MEANING  IF  YOU  NEED  TO  DO  SOME 
TYPE  OF  IMPROVEMENT  ON  THE  AREA,  YOU  MUST  USE  A  MINIMUM 
TOOL.   GENERALLY  SPEAKING  THAT'S  BEEN  INTERPRETED  AS  HAND 
TOOLS — NOT  A  VERY  EFFICIENT  WAY  OF  DOING  THINGS. 

MY  POINT  IS  THAT  MINIMUM  TOOL  DESIGNATION  FOR 
THINGS  THAT  NEED  TO  BE  DONE  IN  THE  DESERT  OR  WILDLIFE 
IMPROVEMENTS  IS  NOT  A  VERY  GOOD  IDEA;  AND  THAT  SOMEHOW,  SOME 
WAY  THIS  NEEDS  TO  BE  ADDRESSED  IN  THESE  WILDERNESS  STUDY 
AREAS. 

WE  NEED  TO  BE  ABLE  TO  HAVE  ACCESS  TO  THESE  PLACES, 
WE  NEED  TO  BE  ABLE  TO  GET  IN  THERE  WITH  VEHICLES,  NOT  WE 
PERSONALLY  BUT  THE  INDIVIDUALS  THAT  ARE  RESPONSIBLE  FOR 
MANAGING  WILDLIFE  NEED  TO  SE  ABLE  TO  DO  THAT  IN  THE  LEA5T 
EXPENSIVE  WAY  POSSIBLE,  THE  MOST  EFFICIENT  WAY  POSSIBLE. 

THAT'S  A  SERIOUS  ISSUE.   DESERTS  ARE  DIFFERENT 
THAN  FOREST  SERVICE  LAND  AND  B.L.M.  NEEDS  TO  CONSIDER  THOSE 
ISSUES  VERY,  VERY  CAREFULLY  NOT  ONLY  IN  THE  YUMA  DISTRICT 
BUT  IN  THE  PHOENIX  DISTRICT  AND  THOSE  DESERT  AREAS  OF  THE 
SAFFORD  DISTRICT  ALSO. 

SEVERAL  OF  THESE  AREAS  ARE  GOING  TO  SEVERELY  LIMIT 
ACCESS  TO  SUBSEQUENT  AREAS.   THE  DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT 
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STATEMENT  INDICATES  THAT  BY  CLOSING  SOME  ROADS  THEY  WILL 
DECREASE  VISITOR  USER  DAYS  BY  MOTORIZED  TRAVEL  BUT  WILL 
INCREASE  VISITOR  USER  DAYS  BY  HIKING  AND  DAY  USE  AND  THAT 
TYPE  OF  THING  SIMPLY  DOESN'T  HAPPEN  IN  YUMA  COUNTY  VERY 
OFTEN  THAT  SOMEBODY  WILL  HIKE  BACK  INTO  THE  DESERT  TO  DO 
THAT. 

ALSO,  MANY  OF  THESE  AREAS  ARE  NOT  PRISTINE  AND  ARE 
NOT  CLASSICAL  WILDERNESS-TYPE  AREAS,  AREAS  THAT  ARE 
UNTOUCHED  BY  MAN.   TAKE  FOR  EXAMPLE  THE  MUGGINS  MOUNTAIN 
AREA  SETS  ON  THE  EDGE  OF  Y.P.G.   I'VE  SEEN  OUT  THERE  AND  I'M 
SURE  MANY  OF  YOU  HAVE  BEEN  OUT  THERE  WHEN  THE  BIG  GUNS  ARE 
BOOMING.   THAT'S  NOT  WHAT  CONGRESS  HAD  IN  MIND  WHEN  THEY 
SAID  WE  WANT  TO  BE  ABLE  TO  GIVE  PEOPLE  A  WILDERNESS 
EXPERIENCE.   THAT'S  NOT  A  WILDERNESS  EXPERIENCE.  IT  MAY  MEET 
SOME  OF  THE  CRITERIA,  BUT  I  TELL  YOU  THAT  IS  NOT  A 
WILDERNESS  EXPERIENCE. 

THAT  SAME  ISSUE  APPLIES  TO  THOSE  KOFA  50UTH  AND 
KOFA  NORTH  UNITS.   AGAIN,  BORDERING  VERY  CLOSE  ON  Y.P.G. 
AGAIN,  SOME  OF  THE  VERY,  VERY  LIMITED  AREA  THAT  IS  AVAILABLE 
AND  OPEN  TO  USE  FOR  THE  PEOPLE  OF  YUMA.   LOOK  AT  THE  MAPS 
MOST  OF  YOU  HAVE  SEEN  THOSE  MAPS  THE  ONLY  PLACE  THAT  THE 
PEOPLE  IN  YUMA  HAVE  TO  RECREATE  AROUND  HERE  WITH  ALL  THE 
CLOSURES  IS  IN  CALIFORNIA,  IT'S  NOT  IN  ARIZONA  AND  I'M  NOT 
LICENSED  IN  CALIFORNIA. 

SO  I  THINK  THE  ISSUE  OF  ACCESS  IS  A  VERY  IMPORTANT 
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ISSUE.   THE  ISSUE  OF  OUTDOOR  RECREATION  NOT  ONLY  BY  HUNTERS 
AND  TRAPPERS  AND  MINERS  BUT  JUST  THE  ROCK  HUNTERS  AND  THE 
WINTER  VISITORS  IS  ALSO  IMPORTANT.   THOSE  FOLKS  ARE  NOT 
PREPARED  TO  HIKE  GREAT  DISTANCES  ACROSS  THE  DESERT.   MOST  OF 
THEM  DO  NOT  PULL  A  HORSE  TRAILER  BEHIND  TMEIR  MOTOR  HOMES 
COMING  DOWN  HERE  EITHER,  SO  WE  FEEL  THAT  THE  MINIMUM  TOOL 
ASPECT  AND  THE  ACCESS  ASPECT  VERY  DEFINITELY  NEED  TO  BE 
ADDRESSED  AND  THEY  NEED  TO  BE  SPECIFICALLY  ADDRESSED. 

PEOPLE  WILL  SAY  THAT  MINIMUM  TOOL  IS  NOT  THAT  BIG 
OF  DEAL;  YOU  KNOW,  WE  CAN  DO  WHAT  WE  NEED  TO  DO  TO  MANAGE 
WILDLIFE.  THEY  CAN  DO  WHAT  THEY  NEED  TO  DO  UNTIL  SOMEBODY 
LIKE  EARTH  FIRST  SUES  THEM  AND  SAYS  THAT'S  A  MANMADE  WATER 
HOLE  OUT  THERE  AND  WILDERNESS  SAYS  IT'S  SUPPOSED  TO  BE 
PRISTINE.  WE'RE  GOING  TO  SUE  B.L.M.  TO  TAKE  IT  OUT.  WHAT 
APPEN5  THEN? 

THOSE  ARE  THE  KIND  OF  ISSUES  THAT  NEED  TO  BE 
AODRES5ED  SPECIFICALLY  IN  THESE  W  ILDERNES5  STUDY  PLANS  AND 
THESE  DRAFTS.   WHAT  CONSTITUTES  A  MINIMUM  TOOL  SHOULD  NOT  BE 
A  CONSIDERATION  WHEN  WE  HAVE  TO  TAKE  INTO  ACCOUNT  BUILDING 
WATER  CATCHMENTS  AND  SERVICING  THOSE  FOR  WILDLIFE. 

MINIMUM  TOOL  SHOULD  NOT  BE  AN  ISSUE,  THAT  SHOULD 
BE  SPECIFICALLY  DESIGNATED  AS  A  NONISSUE.   ACCESS  IS  SUPER 
IMPORTANT  TO  BE  ABLE  TO  DO  THAT  ALSO;  AND  LASTLY,  MANY  OF 
THESE  AREAS  ARE  NOT  GOING  TO  OFFER  A  WILDERNESS  EXPERIENCE, 
THEY'RE  JUST  NOT  TRUE  WILDERNESS.   THANK  YOU. 
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MR.  BAUER:   DICK  FISCHER,  DO  YOU  WISH  TO  MAKE 


MR.  FISCHER:   NO. 
MR.  BAUER:   H.  TATE? 


MR.  TATE:   MY  NAME  IS  HARRY  TATE.   I  LIVE 
HERE  IN  YUMA  AND  HAVE  FOR  50  YEARS.   I  WOULD  LIKE  TO  DISCUSS 
TWO  POINTS.   THE  FIRST  IS  PROTECTION  OF  WATER  QUALITY  BOTH 
SURFACE  AND  UNDERGROUND  AND  ANY  EFFECT  THAT  THE  PROPOSED 
DESIGNATIONS  MAY  HAVE  ON  THIS  IMPORTANT  CONSIDERATION. 

THE  SECOND  IS  THE  PRESERVATION  OF  AN 
EXTRAORDINARILY  FRAGILE  ENVIRONMENT.   THE  DESERT  LOOKS 
PRETTY  RUGGED  BUT  ECOLOGICAL  STUDIES  SHOWED  SEVERAL  DECADES 
AGO  THAT  VEHICLE  TRACKS  ONCE  MADE  MAY  NEVER  HEAL,  NEVER,  BUT 
LEAD  TO  EROSION;  AND  I  THINK  THAT  AS  WELL  AS  PRIVILEGES  WE 
ALSO  HAVE  OBLIGATIONS  TO  SUCCEEDING  GENERATIONS  THAT  IN  THE 
NAME  OF  ACCESS  WE  MAY  NOT  WANTONLY  DESTROY  AREAS  WITH 
VEHICLE  TRACKS  WITHIN  SOME  REASONABLE  LIMITS  AND  CERTAINLY 
WE  DO  OWE  TO  SUCCEEDING  GENERATIONS  SOME  AREAS  WHICH  ARE 
SPARED  THIS  PERMANENT  DAMAGE. 

THE  REST  OF  MY  REMARKS  HAVE  TO  DO  WITH  WATER 
QUALITY.   THE  CITY  OF  YUMA,  FOR  INSTANCE,  HAS  AT  THE  PRESENT 
TIME  HAS  NO  ANALYSIS  OF  INCOMING  WATER.   THOSE  OF  YOU  WHO 
DRINK  IT  MAY  BE  INTERESTED. 

THE  SUBSTANCE  OF  THIS  HEARING  CAN'T  BE  ENTIRELY 
SEPARATED  FROM  OTHER  GOVERNMENT  AGENCIES  ESPECIALLY  THE 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY  WHICH  HAS  DESIGNATED  126 
CONTAMINANTS  WHICH  WILL  RENDER  WATER  UNFIT  FOR  HUMAN 
CONSUMPTION. 

SOME  OF  THEM  HAVE  SHOWN  UP  IN  THE  YUMA  AREA.   THEY 
CONSIST  OF  13  METALS  AND  THE  BALANCE,  SOMETHING  OVER  A 
HUNDRED,  CONSIST  OF  ORGANIC  CHEM I CALS-- -T  .C  .  E  .  , 
TRICHLORQETHYLENE,  AND  E.D.B.,  ETHYLENEDI BROMI DE ,  MUCH  USED 
BY  OUR  LOCAL  FARMERS  ARE  HIGH  ON  THIS  LIST  AND  ADDITIONAL 
ORGANIC  CHEMICALS  ARE  UNDER  CONSIDERATION  AT  THIS  TIME  AND 
WILL  MOST  LIKELY  BE  ADDED  TO  THE  LIST. 

I  SUGGEST  THAT  ANY  OF  THE  PROPOSED  USES  WHICH 
WOULD  DAMAGE  EITHER  SURFACE  WATER  OR  SHALLOW  DEPOSITS  OR 
DEEPER  AQUIFERS  MUST  BE  LOOKED  AT  VERY  CAREFULLY  AND  THAT 
SUCH   CONTAMINATION  CANNOT  BE  JUSTIFIED  BY  ANY  RATIONAL. 

I  KNOW  OF  NO  ONE  WHO  LIVES  DOWN  HERE  IN  YUMA  THAT 
DOESN'T  APPRECIATE  THE  VALUE  OF  WATER,  WATER  FIT  FOR  HUMAN 
CONSUMPTION  ESPECIALLY.   I  DID  CALL  U.S.G.5.,  A5KED  THEM  IF 
THEY  HAD  ANY  DATA —   OH,  I  WANT  TO  SAY  ONE  OTHER  THINS 
BEFORE  I  GET  INTO  THAT. 

MR.  CHAIRMAN,  HOW  MUCH  MORE  TIME  HAVE  I? 
MR.  BAUER:   FIVE  MINUTES. 

MR.  TATEl   THANK  YOU.   1  DID  CALL  U.S.G.S. 
AND  1  MENTIONED  THAT  WE  HAVE  NO  ANALYSES  FOR  THE  QUALITY  OF 
WATER  AT  THE  YUMA  CITY  INTAKE  OR  INDEED  IN  PARKER,  ANY  WORK 
THEY  NAY  HAVE  DONE—THEY  WEREN'T  AT  ALL  CERTAIN  ABOUT  THIS 
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I  DON'T  KNOW  HOW  MANY  OF  YOU  HAVE  TAKEN  THE  OPPORTUNITY  TO 
LOOK  AT  THE  SUMMARY  OF  THIS  IMPACT  STATEMENT  BUT  THERE'S 
THREE  THINGS  I  WANT  TO  BRING  TO  YOUR  ATTENTION  AND  ONE  OF 
THEM  IS  THAT  BEFORE  I  GO  ANY  FARTHER,  1  AM  TOTALLY  OPPOSED 
TO  WILDERNESS  PERIOD  IN  YUMA. 

YUMA  COUNTY  HAS  NO  PLACE  FOR  WILDERNESS.  WITH  THE 
MILITARY  WITHDRAWALS,  WITH  THE  INDIAN  LANDS,  WITH  THE  FISH 
AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICES,  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGES,  GENTLEMEN, 
THE  LAND  THAT'S  AVAILABLE  TO  YOU  FOR  USE  IS  A  MINORITY  RIGHT 
NOW;  AND  IF  ANYMORE  OF  THI5  IS  INCLUDED  INTO  THE  WILDERNESS, 
YOU'RE  GOING  TO  HAVE  TO  GO  TO  OUT  OF  YUMA  COUNTY  TO  DO 
ANYTHING. 

IT  SAYS,  WILDERNESS  DESIGNATION  WOULD  INSURE  THE 
CONTINUED  PRESERVATION  AND  ENHANCING  OF  WILDERNESS  VALUE 
BECAUSE  DESIGNATION  WOULD  PRECLUDE  ITS  OWN  MINING.   IT  WOULD 
PRECLUDE  ALL  MINING,  GENTLEMEN. 

WILDERNESS  PRECLUDES  EVERYTHING.   NOW,  THERE'S 
PEOPLE  HERE  GOING  TO  DISAGREE  WITH  THAT,  BUT  I'VE  GOT 
SOMETHING  BOTHERING  ME  BECAUSE  I'VE  HAD  A  FORMER  DIRECTOR  OF 
THE  ARIZONA  GAME  AND  FISH  DEPARTMENT,  I  HAD  A  FORMER 
DIRECTOR  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE  TELL 
ME  PERSONALLY  YOU  HAVE  PEOPLE  WORKING  WITHIN  THESE  FEDERAL 
AGENCIES  THAT  ARE  TOTALLY  ANTI-HUNTING  THAT  WORK  IN  THE  FISH 
AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE  THAT  ARE  OPPOSED  TO  HUNTING  AND  ARE 
UNDERMININGLY  TAKING  OUR  RIGHTS  AWAY. 
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BECAUSE  THEY  HAD  A  CHANGE  IN  PERSONNEL--WAS  DONE  NO  LATER 
THAN  THE  197D'S. 

THE  INTRODUCTION  OF  PARTICULARLY  THE  ORGANIC 
CONTAMINANTS  AND  THE  MINING  CHEMICALS  MUST  BE  LOOKED  AT  VERY 
CAREFULLY.   I'M  SPEAKING  NOW  NOT  OF  SMALL  RECREATIONAL 
MINERS  BUT  OF  VERY  LARGE  COMPANIES  AND  ANYONE  WHO  TAKES 
CALIFONIA  7B  THROUGH  GLAMIS  AND  OVER  THE  SAND  DUNES  CAN  SEE 
MULTIPLE  MILES  OF  VERY  HIGH  FENCE  AND  THE  MINERS  HERE  RANGE 
ALL  THE  WAY  FROM  THOSE  WHO  KICK  OVER  ROCKS  TO  THOSE  WHO  MAY 
CARRY  SOME  SORT  OF  MACHINERY  OR  OTHER  TO  THE  BIGGEST  GOLD 
MINING  COMPANY  IN  THE  WORLD. 

GENTLEMEN  AND  LADY,  WE'RE  TALKING  ABOUT  PRETTY  BIG 
POTATOES,  AND  I  WOULD  JUST  ADVOCATE  PROTECTING  THE  WATER 
SUPPLY  BEFORE  WE  TAKE  ANY  PLUNGES  AT  ALL.   IT  SHOULD  3E 
CLEAR  THAT  WILDERNESS  DESIGNATION,  AMONG  OTHER  USES,  DOES 
PROTECT  THE  WATER  SUPPLY. 

THAT  DOE5N'T  MEAN  EVERY  AREA  SHOULD  BE  DESIGNATED 
WILDERNESS.   IT  DOES  MEAN  THAT  NO  DESIGNATION  SHOULD  BE  MADE 
WHICH  WOULD  PREVENT— OR  WHICH  WOULD  PERMIT  THE  CONTAMINATION 
OF  OUR  WATER  SUPPLIES  SHOULD  BE  VISITED  UPON  FUTURE 
GENERATIONS.   THANK  YOU  FOR  YOUR  ATTENTION. 

MR.  BAUER:   BILL  KEREKES,  DO  YOU  WISH  TO  MAKE 
A  STATEMENT?  


MR.  KEREKES:   YES,  I  DO.   MY  NAME  IS  BILL 
KEREKES.   I'VE  BEEN  A  RESIDENT  IN  YUMA  COUNTY  FOR  37  YEARS. 


I  RAISED  THREE  SONS  IN  KOFA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE.   I'M  PRESENTLY  STARTING  ON  MY  THREE  GRANDSONS  AND 
I'VE  GOT  A  YOUNG  GRANDSON  TODAY  THAT'S  FOUR  YEARS  OLD, 
GENTLEMEN,  THAT  WILL  NOT  KNOW  WHAT  HUNTING  IS  IN  YUMA  COUNTY 
BY  THE  TIME  HE  BECOMES  OF  LICENSED  AGE. 

THEY  GO  DOWN  HERE  A  LITTLE  FARTHER  AND  THEY  SAY, 
"WILDERNESS  DESIGNATION  WOULD  ELIMINATE  MOTORIZED  RECREATION 
ACTIVITY  AFFECTING  BOTH  THE  AVAILABILITY  OF  OFF-ROAD 
VEHICLES." 

THAT'S  A  FACT.  THIS  GENTLEMAN  HERE  JUST  A  SHORT 
TIME  AGO  WAS  TALKING  ABOUT  THE  FRAGILE  DESERT.  I  AGREE  IT'S 
FRAGILE  BUT  PATTON  HAD  HIS  ARMY  OUT  THERE  IN  THE  MO'5.  GO 
FIND  WHERE  HE  WAS  AT.  YOU  CAN'T  FIND  IT.  YOU  CAN'T  5EE  IT. 
IT'S  NOT  OBTAINABLE.  YOU  CANNOT  FIND  WHERE  HI5  ARMY  WAS  OUT 
THERE. 

I  TAKE  YOU  OUT  INTO  THE  KOFA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE  AND  PUT  THE  ENTIRE  MARINE  CORP  AIRBASE  OUT  THERE  IN 
ONE  WASH  AND  THE  FIRST  TIME  IT  RAINS  AND  THAT  WASH  RUNS, 
THERE  IS  NO  INDICATION  THAT  A  HUMAN  BEING  HAS  EVER  BEEN  IN 
THAT  WASH. 

I  MAINTAIN,  GENTLEMEN,  IF  YOU  OWN  SOMETHING  AND 
YOU  CAN'T  USE  IT,  IT  AIN'T  WORTH  OWNING.   THANK  YOU- 
MR.  BAUER:   JOE  MELTON. 


MR.  MELTON:   MY  NAME  IS  JOE  MELTON  AND  I  AM  A 
TRAPPER  AND  I'D  LIKE  TO  COMMENT  ON  BEHALF  OF  MYSELF, 
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1 

HUNTERS,  AND  TRAPPERS  THROUGHOUT  THIS  COUNTRY  OF  OURS. 

1 

MR.  BAUER:   SUMMER  FRANKS? 

2 

OUR  CONCERNS  ABOUT  THE  FUTURE  ARE  VERY  SERIOUS  AND 

Z 

63 

MR.  FRANKS:   I'M  WITH  THAT  GENTLEMEN  OVER 

3 

DETERMINED.   WE  ARE  CONCERNED  BECAUSE  WE  FIND  OURSELVES 

THERE. 

4 

BEING  SHUT  OUT  OF  LANDS  BECAUSE  PEOPLE  IN  GOVERNMENT  AND 

4 

MR.  BAUER;   JIM  SMITH? 

5 

PRIVATE  ORGANIZATIONS  INTENTIONALLY  PLAN  US  OUT  OF  EXISTENCE 

5 

MR.  SMITH:   NO  COMMENT. 

S 
7 

BECAUSE  THEY  DO  NOT  APPRECIATE  WHAT  WE  DO. 

WILDERNESS  DE  FACTO  SHUT  US  OUT  BECAUSE  WE  NEED  TO 

6 

MR.  BAUER;   RICHARD  ROBINSON? 

7 

MR.  R0BIN50N:   MY  NAME  IS  RICHARD  ROBINSON. 

8 

U5E  VEHICLES  TO  CARRY  EQUIPMENT,  USE  SEMI-PERMANENT  AND 

8 

I'LL  KEEP  THIS  PRETTY  BRIEF.   I  'M  A  40  YEAR  OR  SO  RESIDENT 

9 

PERMANENT  STRUCTURES  TO  GET  OUT  OF  THE  ELEMENTS,  USE  FUEL 

9 

OF  YUMA  COUNTY  ANO  I'VE  EXPLORED  AND  AM  VERY  FAMILIAR  WITH  A 

10 

AND  MATERIALS  TO  SUPPORT  OUR  LIVES  WHEN  WE  ARE  THERE. 

10 

LOT  OF  THE  AREA  THAT  WE'RE  CONSIDERING  HERE  ESPECIALLY  THOSE 

11 

FEDERAL  U.S.  FOREST  SERVICE,  B.L.M..  AND  PARK 

11 

IN  YUMA  AND  IN  LA  PAZ  COUNTIES. 

6  1S 

SERVICE  RULES  FORBID  ALL  OF  THAT  ON  HUGE  AREAS  OF  LAND 

12 

1  WOULD  LIKE  TO  COMMEND  THE  B.L.M.  ON  WHAT  SEEMS 

13 

WHICH  OUR  PEOPLE  HAVE  LIVED  ON  AND  WORKED  ON  FOR 

13 

TO  BE  A  VERY  THOROUGH  STUDY  OF  THESE  AREAS  AND  WITH  B.L.M. 'S 

14 

GENERATIONS. 

7  " 

15 

HISTORY  OF  A  SOMEWHAT  CLOSE  ASSOCIATION  WITH  MINING, 

IB 

DESIGNATIONS  OF  WILDERNESS  AREAS  AND  RULES  THAT  GO 

GRAZING  INTERESTS,  AND  O.R.V.  INTERESTS,  IT'S  SOMEWHAT 

16 

WITH  THEM  DISCRIMINATE  AGAINST  OUR  USE  OF  OUR  LANDS.   FOUR 

le 

ENCOURAGING  TO  SEE  RECOMMENDATIONS  LIKE  THESE. 

17 

PERCENT  OF  THE  PUBLIC  OR  LESS  U5E  THESE  LANDS  TO  DO  THEIR 

17 

IN  MY  OPINION,  ANY  LOSS  OF  CONVENIENT  ACCESS  OR 

18 

THING  WHILE  THE  REST  OF  US  HAVE  TO  WATCH  IT  FROM  A  DISTANCE. 

18 

LOSS  OF  MINING  PRODUCTION  IN  THESE  AREAS  WE'RE  CONSIDERING 

19 

OUR  OLD  PEOPLE,  INFIRMED,  VERY  YOUNS,  FOLKS  WITH 

19 

HERE  ARE  FAR  OUTWEIGHED  BY  THE  PRESERVATION  OF  THE  AREAS. 

20 

LIMITED  MONEY  TO  PURCHASE  GUIDE  AND  OUTFITTER  SERVICE  ARE 

20 

I  WOULD  HOPE  TO  SEE  IN  THE  FUTURE  A  CONTINUATION 

21 

EFFECTIVELY  ELIMINATED  FROM  WILDERNESS.   WE  HAVE  A  ENOUGH 

21 

OF  THIS  KIND  OF  PROGRESS.   THANK  YOU,  VERY  MUCH. 

22 
23 

WILDERNESS. 

LACK  OF  ROAD  MAINTENANCE  AND  ROAD  CLOSURES,  AND 

22 

MR.  BAUER;   LARRY  KNIGHT? 

23 

8  2i 

MR.  KNIGHT:   MY  NAME  IS  LARRY  KNIGHT.   I  AM  A 

24 

ROADLESS  DESIGNATIONS  CREATE  THE  SAME  LACK  OF  ACCESS  FOR  US 

MEMBER  OF  THE  ARIZONA  WILDLIFE  FEDERATION  AND  THE  YUMA 

25 

ON  B.L.M.  AND  FOREST  SERVICE  LANDS. 

25 

VALLEY  ROD  AND  GUN  CLUB.   WITH  YUMA  BEING  THE  THIRD  LARGEST 
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1 

ADD  THESE  CLOSURES  TO  PRIVATE  LAND  CLOSURES  AND 

1 

METROPOLITAN  AREA  IN  THE  STATE  AND  GROWING,  WE  HAVE  A  REAL 

7 

2 

THE  RESOURCES  OUR  LANDS  ARE  UNAVAILABLE  TO  U5.   WE  FEEL  THIS 

2 

PROBLEM  WITH  ELIMINATING  ACCESS  TO  AREAS  IN  YUMA  COUNTY. 

3 

IMPLEMENTS  THE  SELFISHNESS  OF  POLITICALLY  POWERFUL  FEW  TO 

3 

YUMA  COUNTY  IS  SURROUNDED  BY  GOVERNMENT  LAND  AS 

4 

THE  DETRIMENT  OF  PEOPLE  LIVING  ON  THE  LAND. 

4 

EVERYBODY  HAS  WELL  STATEDj  AND  WITH  THAT  IN  MIND  IF  YOU 

5 

IT  IS  INFURIATING  TO  US  LIVING  ON  OR  NEXT  TO  THESE 

5 

ELIMINATE  AREAS  TO  USABLE  RECREATIONAL  VALUE,  THEN  YOU'VE 

8 

LANDS  WHEN  OUR  GOVERNMENT,  US,  FORBIDS  US  TO  USE  THEM  IN  A 

6 

ELIMINATED  THOSE  AREAS  THAT  PEOPLE  CAN  GET  INTO  AND  UTILIZE 

7 

REASONABLE  WAY.   THE  LAND,  WATERS,  AND  FOREST  THAT  FORMED 

7 

IN  LATER  YEARS  WHEN  YUMA  DOES  GROW,  AND  WE  NEED  THOSE  AREAS 

S 

OUR  LIVES  FOR  GENERATIONS  ARE  TAKEN  AWAY  BY  DECLARATIONS  OF 

8 

PARTICULARLY  LATER  ON. 

9 

FACELESS  BUREAUCRATS  IN  CONGRESS  AND  NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

9 

SO  I'M  OPPOSED  TO  TAKING  AWAY  THE  ACCESS  OF  THE 

10 

OFFICES. 

10 

AREAS  AND  ALSO  TAKING  AWAY  THE  USABILITY  OF  THE  AREAS.   WHEN 

11 

AND  WHAT  ARE  OUR  REC0UR5ES?   VOICE  YOUR  OPINION 

8  " 

YOU  LOCK  IT  UP  INTO  A  WILDERNESS  SITUATION,  IT'S  A  SITUATION 

6  12 

W   13 

AND  GET  SHOUTED  DOWN  BECAUSE  YOU'RE  OUT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 

W    12 

THAT  IS  UNUSABLE.   IT  IS  UNUSABLE  BY  MOST  PEOPLE  WHETHER  IT 

PROTECTION  STAMPEDE.   WE  ARE  THE  ENDANGERED  SPECIES. 

13 

BE  MINERS  OR  YOUR  OFF-ROAD  VEHICLE  LIST  OR  YOUR  HUNTERS  OR 

14 

THE  UNITED  STATES  GROWS  POOR  BECAUSE  SOCIETY  HAS 

14 

WHATEVER. 

19 

LEGISLATED  US  OUT  OF  THE  WOODS  TO  MAKE  ROOM  FOR  PARK  SERVICE 

15 

IT '5  GOT  TO  BE  LOOKED  AT.   IT'S  GOT  TO  BE  DEALT 

18 

HELICOPTERS  AND  BACKPACKERS  WITH  FOOD  IN  PLASTIC  SACKS. 

16 

WITHj  AND  RIGHT  NOW,  IT  HAS  NOT  BEEN  DEALT  WITH  ADEQUATELY. 

17 

THE  TREND  MAKES  ME  SICK  PERSONALLY.   I  APPRECIATE 

17 

BASICALLY,  I'VE —   WITH  THIS  PARTICULAR  PLAN,  I'M  JUST 

18 

THIS  OPPORTUNITY  FOR  OUR  COMMENT  AND  HOPE  WE  CAN  BE  PLANNED 

18 

OPPOSED  TO  WHAT  THEY'VE  SAID  BECAUSE  THEY  HAVEN'T  DEALT  WITH 

19 

INTO  FUTURE  DEVELOPMENTS  OF  FEDERAL  LANDS  AND  POLICIES 

19 

IT.   THANK  YOU. 

20 

AFFECTING  THE  OUTDOORS.   THANK  YOU. 

20 

MR.  BAUER:  KEITH  LUTE7 

21 

MR.  BAUER:   DO  YOU  WISH  TO  MAKE  A  STATEMENT? 

21 

MR.  LUTE:   NO  COMMENT. 

?:?. 

AUDIENCE  MEMBER:   NO. 

22 

MR.  BAUER:   LARRY  SMART? 

23 

MR.  BAUER:   TOM  ROMERO? 

23 

MR.  SMART!   NO  COMMENT. 

24 

25 

MR.  ROMERO:   I  HAVE  THE  SAME  COMMENTS  AS  THAT 
GENTLEMEN  OVER  THERE. 

24 

MR.  BAUER:   CARY  MEISTER? 

925 

MR.  MEISTER:   MY  NAME  IS  CARY,  C-A-R-Y, 
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1 

MEISTER.   I'M  CONSERVATION  CHAIRMAN  OF  THE  YUMA  AUDA80N 

1 

WHY  NOT  LEAVE  IT  FOR  SCENERY  AND  RECREATION  WHEN 

2 

SOCIETY  ON  WHOSE  BEHALF  I'M  SPEAKING  TONIGHT. 

2 

THERE  ARE  HIGH  QUALITY,  NOT  MODERATE  BUT  HIGH  QUALITY,  AREAS 

3 

FIRST,  I'D  LIKE  TO  CONGRATULATE  B.L.M.  ON  A  JOB 

3 

OF  URANIUM,  NOT  JUST  POTENTIAL  BUT  IN  ACTUALITY  ON  THE 

4 

WELL  DONE.   THE  RECOMMENDATIONS  THAT  HAVE  COME  OUT  IN  THIS 

4 

ARIZONA  STRIP  WHICH  ARE  BEING  MINED  TODAY. 

S 

E.I.S.  ARE  MUCH  BETTER  THAN  THOSE  THAT  CAME  OUT  IN  THE  DRAFT 

5 

IN  GROSSMAN  PEAK,  AN  AREA  IN  THE  NORTH  AND  EA5T 

6 

RESOURCE  MANAGEMENT  PLAN  AND  INDEED  LOOKED  LIKE  THE 

6 

HAS  SEEN  ELIMINATED  WHICH  IS  APPARENTLY  NOT  EVEN  OF  MODERATE 

7 

DIFFERENCE  BETWEEN  NIGHT  AND  DAY. 

7 

MINERAL  POTENTIAL.   WHY  DO  WE  NEED  TO  DEVELOP  MINERALS 

8 

WE  HOPE  THAT  B.L.M.  WILL  USE  THIS  PUBLIC  COMMENT 

e 

EVERYWHERE?   IF  WE  NEED  THEM  IN  A  NATIONAL  EMERGENCY,  THEY 

9 

PERIOD  TO  IMPROVE  ON  THEIR  RECOMMENDATIONS  BY  ADDING  MORE  OF 

9 

CAN  BE  TAKEN  OUT  OF  THE  WILDERNESS  AREAS. 

10 

THE  WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREAS  THAT  SO  FAR  THEY  HAVE  REJECTED. 

10 

ARE  WE  SO  IMPROVIDENT  THAT  WE  CAN'T  SAVE 

11 

WE  WILL  SUBMIT  WRITTEN  COMMENTS  LATER  WITH  MORE  SPECIFICS  ON 

11 

SOMETHING,  INCLUDING  MINERALS,  FOR  FUTURE  GENERATIONS.   SOME 

9 

12 

HOW  WE  THINK  THOSE  CAN  BE  ACHIEVED. 

12 

AREAS  HAVE  BEEN  ELIMINATED  FROM  W.S.A. '9  IN  ORDER  TO  PERMIT 

13 

WILDERNESS  SUPPORTERS  ARE  NOT  ASKING  THAT  ALL 

9.2 

13 

THE  DEVELOPMENT  OF  WILDLIFE  WATERS;  HOWEVER,  WILDLIFE  WATERS 

14 

LANDS  IN  THE  YUMA  DISTRICT  BECOME  WILDERNESS  NOR  THAT  ALL 

14 

HAVE  BEEN  DEVELOPED  IN  WILDERNESS  AREAS  ELSEWHERE.   THEY  ARE 

15 

LANOS  IN  THE  DISTRICT  8E  TURNED  SACK  INTO  WILDERNESS,  IF 

15 

NOT  CONSISTENT  WITH  THE  WILDERNESS  ACT. 

16 

THAT  WERE  POSSIBLE,  BUT  JUST  THAT  THOSE  AREAS  THAT  CLEARLY 

16 

WHY  SHOULD  A  HIGH  QUALITY  WILDERNESS  AREA  BE 

17 

MEET  THE  CRITERIA  FOR  WILDERNESS,  THE  WILDERNESS  STUDY 

17 

SACRIFICED  JUST  TO  POSSIBLY  SAVE  A  LITTLE  WORK  DURING  THE 

la 

AREAS,  BE  DESIGNATED. 

18 

SHORT  PERIOD  WHEN  THE  WILDLIFE  WATER  NEEDS  TO  BE  INSTALLED 

19 

THEY  HAVE  ALREADY  BEEN  THROUGH  A  RIGOROUS 

19 

AND  MAINTAINED?   THIS  ACCOUNTS  FOR  RELATIVELY  FEW  DAYS. 

20 

INVENTORY  PHASE  AND  REPRESENT  ONLY  THE  BEST  WILDERNESS  IN 

20 

AS  FOR  THE  ADD-ON  AREAS  IN  THE  CALIFORNIA  DESERT 

SI 

THE  DISTRICT.   SOME  USES  ARE  CONSISTENT  WITH  WILDERNESS  AND 

21 

DISTRICT  SUCH  AS  THE  DEAD  MOUNTAINS,  CHEMEHUEVI  MOUNTAINS, 

22 

CAN  OCCUR  TOGETHER  AS  MULTIPLE  USES,  SUCH  AS  HUNTING, 

22 

WHIPPLE  MOUNTAINS,  BIG  MARIA'S,  AND  LITTLE  PICACHO  PEAK 

23 

GRAZING,  WILDLIFE  MANAGEMENT. 

23 

B.L.M.  SHOULD  RECOMMEND  THAT  WHATEVER  THE  DISPOSITION  OF  THE 

24 

IN  OTHER  CASES,  USES  ARE  INCONSISTENT.   MINERS 

24 

ADJACENT  CALIFORNIA  DESERT  DISTRICT  AREAS  SO  SHOULD  GO  THE 

25 

DON'T  WANT  CURIOSITY  SEEKERS  IN  THE  WAY  OF  THEIR  EQUIPMENT 

25 

YUMA  DISTRICT  PORTION. 
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1 

IN  HAZARDOUS  AREAS  WHEN  THEY'RE  MINING.   SIMILARLY, 

1 

JUST  AS  WITH  THE  ARIZONA  STRIP  UNDER  THE  ARIZONA 

2 

WILDERNESS  USERS  DON'T  WANT  MINING  SCARS  AND  TO  HAVE  TO 

2 

WILDERNESS  BILL  OF  1984,  THE  CRANSTON  CALIFORNIA  WILDERNESS 

3 

DODGE  NOISY,  RAPIDLY  MOVING  VEHICLES. 

3 

BILL  WOULD  DESIGNATE  A  MUCH  LARGER  NUMBER  OF  AREAS  AS 

4 

INDEED  IN  THE  CASE  OP  MINING,  LOOKING  AT  MULTIPLE 

4 

WILDERNESS  THAN  B.L.M.  HAS  RECOMMENDED  INCLUDING  SOME  WHICH 

S 

USE,  A  CLAIM  CAN  BE  PATENTED  AND  THE  LAND  WILL  PASS  OUT  OF 

5 

ARE  ADJACENT  TO  THESE  ADD-ON  AREAS. 

6 

THE  PUBLIC  DOMAIN  AND  INTO  PRIVATE  OWNERSHIP. 

8 

IN  THIS  REGARD,  I'D  ALSO  ESPECIALLY  LIKE  TO 

6 

7 

MANY  OF  THE  W.S.A.  PARTS  THAT  HAVE  BEEN  ELIMINATED 

7 

MENTION  THE  LITTLE  PICACHO  AREA  WHERE  USE  IS  PREDOMINANTLY 

8 

ARE  OF  HIGH  OR  MODERATE  MINING  POTENTIAL  IN  B.L.M. 'S  VIEW, 

9.3 

8 

NON-MOTORIZED  AND  WHICH  IS  NEXT  TO  AN  ADMINISTRATIVELY 

9 

BUT  WHAT  WE  REALLY  DON'T  GET  AN  APPRECIATION  FOR  IN  THIS 

B 

ENDORSED  WILDERNESS  ON  THE  IMPERIAL  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 

10 

E.I.S.  IS  A  DISTRICT-WIDE  ASSESSMENT  OF  WHERE  THE  AREAS  OF 

10 

REFUGE.   THIS  FACT  WAS  IGNORED  IN  THE  E.I.S. 

U 

HIGH  MINERAL  POTENTIAL  ARE. 

ll 

IN  ADDITION,  THIS  AREA  OF  LITTLE  PICACHO  HA5  ONLY 

12 

THERE  ARE  NO  MAPS  SHOWING  THIS  ON  A  DISTRICT-WIDE 

12 

MODERATE  MINERAL  POTENTIAL.   THERE  ARE  ALREADY  MINING  AREAS 

9.1 

13 

BASIS  SIMILAR  TO  THOSE  IN  THE  E.I.S.  FOR  THE  W.S.A. 'S.   EVEN 

13 

IN  THE  VICINITY.   THERE  IS  ALREADY  DEVELOPED  RECREATION  IN 

14 

THE  RESOURCE  MANAGEMENT  PLAN  IS  RATHER  VAGUE  ON  THIS.   THERE 

14 

THE  VICINITY  OF  PICACHO  STATE  PARK. 

15 

ARE  NO  MAPS  LIKE  THAT  IN  THE  RESOURCE  MANAGEMENT  PLAN,  SO 

IB 

SURELY  THE  SMALL  SCENIC  AREA  COULD  BE  PRESERVED 

16 

WHAT  WE  NEED  TO  KNOW  IS  WHERE  ARE  THERE  AREAS  OF  HIGH 

16 

FOR  ITS  OUTSTANDING  BEAUTY  AND  COULD  GIVE  PEOPLE  IN  YUMA  AN 

17 

MINERAL  POTENTIAL  BEYONO  THE  WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREAS. 

17 

OPPORTUNITY  TO  HAVE  WILDERNESS  CLOSE  TO  HOME  PROVIDING  A 

18 

THESE  ARE  THE  AREAS  THAT  SHOULD  BE  DEVELOPED  FIRST 

IS 

COMPLEX  OF  RECREATION  ACTIVITIES  ALL  THE  WAY  FROM 

19 

FOR  MINERALS  BECAUSE  THEY'RE  NOT  IN  CONFLICT  WITH  OTHER  USES 

19 

UNDEVELOPED  TO  DEVELOPED. 

20 

OR  AT  LEAST  WITH  WILDERNESS  USES. 

20 

NO  LAND  WILL  BE  TAKEN  OFF  THE  TAX  ROLES  BY 

21 

IN  ADDITION,  SOME  AREAS  OF  MODERATE  MINERAL 

21 

DESIGNATING  IT  AS  WILDERNES5.   IT  IS  ALREADY  THE  PUBLIC'S 

22 

POTENTIAL  HAVE  BEEN  ELIMINATED  IN  THE  WILDERNESS 

22 

LAND  WITH  THE  FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT  CONTINUING  TO  ADMINISTER 

23 

RECOMMENDATIONS,  SOMETIMES  JUST  FOR  ONE  MINERAL.   FOR 

23 

IT — AND  THE  FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT  WOULD  CONTINUE  TO  ADMINISTER 

24 

EXAMPLE,  THE  EASTERN  PART  OF  THE  MUGGINS  MOUNTAINS  W.S.A. 

24 

IS  UNDER  WILDERNESS  DESIGNATION. 

20 

HAS  BEEN  ELIMINATED  ON  THIS  BASIS. 

23 

INDEED,  THESE  WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREAS  HAVE  BEEN  THE 
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LEAST  DESIRABLE  FROM  THE  STANDPOINT  OF  DEVELOPMENT.   ROADS 
AND  OTHER  DEVELOPMENT  GO  TOGETHER.   THE  WILDERNESS  STUDY 
AREAS  ARE  WILDERNESS  AREAS.   THEY  ARE  NOT  WHERE  DEVELOPMENT 
HAS  OCCURRED. 

DEVELOPMENT  OF  THE  COUNTY  TAX  BASE  IS  MUCH  MORE 
LIKELY  TO  COME  FROM  OUTSIDE  THE  WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREAS. 
OFF-ROAD  VEHICLE  USERS  ARE  ALSO  NOT  GREATLY  ATTRACTED  TO 
WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREAS  IN  THE  YUMA  DISTRICT.   USING  DATA 
FROM  THE  BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT,  33  PERCENT  OF  THE  YUMA 
DISTRICT  IS  IN  WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREAS  BUT  ONLY  14  PERCENT  OF 
OFF-ROAD  VEHICLE  VISITOR  USE  DAY'S  OCCURRED  IN  WILDERNESS 
STUDY  AREAS.   THAT  MEANS  THAT  86  PERCENT  OF  O.R.V.  USE 
OCCURS  OUTSIDE  OF  WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREAS. 

YUMA  DISTRICT  WILDERNESS  AREAS  ARE  NOT  ONLY  OF 
LOCAL  BUT  OF  NATIONAL  IMPORTANCE.   THIS  PART  OF  THE  COUNTRY 
15  VIRTUALLY  UNIQUE  IN  POSSESSING  RELATIVELY  LARGE  AREAS  OF 
WILDERNESS  WHICH  ARE  VERY  ATTRACTIVE  TO  BACKPACKERS,  ROCK 
CLIMBERS,  PHOTOGRAPHERS,  CAMPERS,  AND  STUDENTS  OF  NATURE 
WHEN  MOST  OF  THE  REST  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  IS  BITTERLY  COLD 
AND  THUS  UNATTRACTIVE  EXCEPT  TO  A  HEARTY  FEW  FOR  OUTDOOR 
EXPERIENCES. 

SOUTHWESTERN  ARIZONA  AND  SOUTHEASTERN  CALIFORNIA 
COULD  BECOME  THE  MOST  DESIRED  WINTER  DESTINATIONS  FOR 
WILDERNESS  USERS  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  WHO  WILL  EXPAND  AND 
DIVERSIFY  THE  LOCAL  ECONOMY  IF  WILDERNESS  IS  SEEN  HERE  AS 
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THE  NATIONAL  TREASURE  THAT  IT  IS. 

YOU  HAVE  DONE  WELL  IN  YOUR  RECOMMENDATIONS.   WE 
KNOW  YOU  CAN  00  BETTER  AND  LOOK  FORWARD  TO  WORKING  WITH  YOU 
IN  DEVELOPING  YOUR  FINAL  RECOMMENDATIONS.   THANK  YOU  FOR  THE 
OPPORTUNITY  TO  EXPRESS  OUR  VIEWS  TONIGHT. 

MR.  BAUERi   ANNA  MARIE—   I'M  SORRY.   I  CAN'T 
READ  THE  LAST  NAME. 

MS.  S0RR1LL!   SORRILL. 

MR.     BAUER:     S-O-R-R-E-L-L? 

MS.    SORRILL;        I-L-L. 


10 


1  AM  ANNA  MARIE  SORRILL.   I  HAVE  LIVED  IN  THIS 
AREA  FOR  3D  YEARS.   I  AM  A  MEMBER  OF  THE  AUDABON  SOCIETY, 
THE  ARIZONA  NATIVE  PLANT  SOCIETY,  AND  THE  WILDERNESS 
SOCIETY,  AND  I  SPEAK  FOR  MYSELF  ALSO  AS  AN  INDIVIDUAL. 

I  CONGRATULATE  THE  B.L.M.  ON  THIS  PROPOSAL  FOR 
WILDERNESS  AREAS.   IN  THE  PAST,  I  HAVE  HIKED  INTO  SOME  OF 
THESE  PLACES,  AND  I  HAVE  ENJOYED  THE  GRANDEUR  AND  THE  BEAUTY 
AND  THE  HARSHNESS  AND  THE  STRENGTH  AND  THE  SERENITY,  AND  1 
WOULD  LIKE  THEM  KEPT  FOR  POSTERITY. 

NOW,  IT  IS  TRUE  THAT  IF  I  WENT  INTO  ANY  OF  THESE 
PLACES  TODAY  I'D  HAVE  TO  U5E  SOME  KIND  OF  A  VEHICLE.   I 
WOULD  WILLING  SACRIFICE  ANY  VISITS  I  MIGHT  MAKE  AND  THE 
ENOOYMENT  THEREOF  TO  HAVE  THESE  AREAS  DECLARED  WILDERNESS. 

I  WOULD  CLOSE  ON  A  VERY  PERSONAL  NOTE.   I  HAVE  12 
GREAT  GRANDCHILDREN.   SOME  OF  THE  OLDEST  OF  THESE  ARE 
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ALREADY  IDENTIFYING  FLOWERS  AND  BIRDS  AND  TRACKS.   I  WANT 
SOME  WILDERNESS  FOR  THEM. 

I  THANK  YOU  FOR  THE  PRIVILEGE  OF  BEING  ABLE  TO 
5PEAK  AND  FOR  YOUR  COURTESY  IN  LISTENING. 
MR.  BAUER:   DON  WINGF1ELD? 


MR.  WINGFIELDj   DON  WINGFIELD,  REGIONAL 
SUPERVISOR  OF  ARIZONA  GAME  AND  FISH,  REGION  4.   I  HAVE  TO 
GET  RID  OF  THAT  THING  BEFORE  I  CAN  GET  TOO  FAR  BACK  IN  THE 
WILDERNESS. 

OUR  DEPARTMENT  HASN'T  REALLY  MADE— TAKEN  AN 
OFFICIAL  STAND  ON  THIS,  BUT  WE  DEFINITELY  DO  HAVE  SOME 
CONCERNS.   OF  COURSE,  OUR  INTEREST  IS  WHAT'S  BEST  FOR 
WILDLIFE  WHETHER  IT  MIGHT  BE  GAME  OR  NONGAME  AND  WHAT'S  BEST 
FOR  THE  PEOPLE  THAT  UTILIZE  SUCH  WILDLIFE  WHETHER  IT  MIGHT 
BE  CONSUMPTIVE  USE  OR  NONCONSUMPTI VE . 

OF  COURSE,  AS  YOU  KNOW  PROBABLY  NUMBER  ONE 
PRIORITY  ON  THAT  LIST  WOULD  BE  OUR  WATER  DEVELOPMENTS  WE 
HAVE  THROUGHOUT  SOME  OF  THESE  PROPOSED  AREAS. 

NOW,  MANY  OF  THESE  ARE  PUT  IN  ALSO  WITH  THE 
COOPERATION  WITH  THE  BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT  SO  THOSE  ARE 
CO-OP  TYPE  DEVELOPMENTS,  SO  YOU  CAN  SEE  THAT  THEY  DO  HAVE  AN 
INTEREST  IN  WILDLIFE  ALSO;  HOWEVER,  WE'RE  A  LITTLE  CONCERNED 
ABOUT  ARE  WE  GOING  TO  BE  ABLE  TO  MAINTAIN  THESE  WATER 
DEVELOPMENTS. 

WE  NEED  TO  BE  ABLE  TO  TAKE  EQUIPMENT,  MECHANICAL 
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EQUIPMENT,  TO  GET  BACK  TO  THOSEj  AND  IN  THIS  PART  OF  THE 
STATE,  OF  COURSE,  THERE'S  A  LOT  OF  WILDLIFE  AREAS  WHERE 
WATER  HAS  BEEN  DEVELOPED  THAT  WOULDN'T  BE  THERE  IF  THAT 
WATER  WASN'T  THERE,  AND  WE  CAN'T  ADEQUATELY  MAINTAIN  THOSE 
BY  BACKPACKING  BACK  INTO  THOSE  AREAS;  AND  ESPECIALLY  IN  THIS 
PART  OF  THE  STATE,  IT  GETS  VERY  DRY  AND  WE  CAN'T  ALWAYS  KEEP 
WATER  IN  THERE.   WE  HAVE  TO  REPLENISH  THOSE  FROM  TIME  TO 
TIME  AND  THE  ONLY  FEASIBLE  WAY  TO  REPLENISH  THOSE  IS  BY 
MECHANICAL  MEANS- 

ANOTHER  THING  THAT  WE'RE  CONCERNED  ABOUT  IS 
SURVEYS,  ESPECIALLY  IN  THE  BIG  HORN  SHEEP  CATEGORY.   TO 
REALLY  ADEQUATELY  SURVEY  BIG  HORN  SHEEP  AND  TO  DO  IT 
PROPERLY,  WE  NEED  TO  DO  THAT  WITH  AIRCRAFT,  BASICALLY 
HELICOPTERS  AT  THE  PRESENT  TIME,  SO  WE  NEED  TO  KNOW  WHETHER 

WE'RE  GOING  TO  BE  ABLE  TO  DO  THAT  OR  NOT. 

WE'RE  ALSO  CONCERNED,  OF  COURSE,  ABOUT  ACCESS. 

WILL  THE  PEOPLE  BE  ABLE  TO  GET  INTO  THESE  AREAS,  ADEQUATELY 

HARVEST  THE  WILDLIFE  THAT'S  THERE  SUCH  AS  THE  DEER,  BIG  HORN 

SHEEP,  QUAIL  AND  THINGS  OF  THAT  NATURE? 

IT'S  BEEN  OUR  OBSERVANCE—   WE  OBSERVED  ANYWAY 

AFTER  THEY  GET  BACK  SO  FAR  THAT  THERE  IS  A  PROBLEM  WITH 

PEOPLE  REALLY  HUNTING  OUT  AN  AREA.   IN  OTHER  WORDS,  IF  THEY 

HAVE  TO  GO  BACK  SEVEN  OR  EIGHT  MILES. 

MOST  OF  YOUR  HUNTING  IS  DONE  WITHIN  THE  FIRST 

COUPLE  OF  MILES  OF  WHERE  EVER  THERE'S  ACCESS  TO  AND  THE  BACK 
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PART  ISN'T  HUNTED  AT  ALL.  THAT'S  BASICALLY  OUR  CONCERNS. 
MR.  BAUER;   T.A.  BIRD1CK? ___ 


MR.  BIRDICK:   T.A.  BIRDICK,  YUMA,  ARIZONA  FOR 
THE  PAST  41  YEAR5.   I'M  CONCERNED  ABOUT  5-23 (A)  AND  5-23(B>, 
LONfi-TIME  MINING  AREAS.   I  THINK  MANY  OF  YOU  HERE  HAVE 
FORGOTTEN— SOME  OF  YOU  WEREN'T  HERE— HAVE  FORGOTTEN  WHAT  IT 
WAS  LIKE  WHEN  WE  MAD  A  VERY  CLOSE  CALL  OUT  NEAR  GLAMIS  WHEN 
THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA  WITH  FEDERAL  HELP  WANTED  TO  SHOO  ALL 
THE  MINER5  OUT  AND  MAKE  A  RECREATION  AREA  THERE,  WHICH 
MOSTLY  SAND  DUNES)  BUT  THANKS  TO  THE  SINGER  FAMILY  AND 
STRANGE  TO  SAY,  PRESIDENT  NIXON  AT  THE  LAST  MOMENT  MANAGED 
TO  SAVE  THAT  AREA  FOR  THE  MINERS. 

THINGS  ARE  NOT  ALWAYS  THE  WAY  THEY  SEEM.   NINE 
DIFFERENT  BIG  COMPANIES  WENT  OUT  THERE  AND  LOOKED  AT  THAT 
PROPERTY  AND  SAID,  WELL,  YES,  THERE'S  GOLD  OUT  THERE  BUT  NOT 
ENOUGH  TO  BE  REALLY  COMMERCIAL. 

THEN  THE  THE  TENTH  COMPANY  CAME  ALONG  AND  THEY 
KNEW  WHAT  THEY  WERE  DOING.   THEY  WERE  VERY  EXPERIENCED. 
THEY  HAD  EXCELLENT  GEOLOGISTS  AND  THEY  KNEW  HOW  TO  TEST. 

NOW,  THEY  KNOW  THERE'S  TWO  MILLION  OUNCES  OF  GOLD 
OUT  THERE.   IT  WILL  TAKE  THEM  ROUGHLY  18  YEARS  TO  GET  THAT 
TWO  MILLION  OUNCES  OUT.   THEY'RE  MIRING  AT  THE  MOMENT 
BETWEEN  A  HUNDRED  FIFTY  AND  200  PEOPLE. 

THOSE  PEOPLE  ARE  BUYING  THINGS  IN  YUMA.   SOME — 
SOME  ARE  BUYING  IN  EL  CENTRO,  BUT  THE  MAIN  THING  IS  BACK  IN 
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1933— WELL,  SAY  1932  THE  POLITICIANS  HAD  NOT  PRINTED  AS  MANY 
PICTURES  OF  GEORGE  WASHINGTON;  AND  AS  A  CONSEQUENCE,  IT  ONLY 
TOOK  20  PICTURES  OF  WASHINGTON  AND  69  CENTS  TO  BUY  AN  OUNCE 
OF  GOLD  AND  THAT  WAS  TRUE  FOR  YEARS  AND  YEARS  AND  YEARS. 

IT  WAS  TRUE  WHEN  THE  FAMOUS  XING  OF  ARIZONA  MINE 
WAS  BEING  OPERATED  FROM  1900  CLEAR  UP  UNTIL  1910  AND  THE 
FAMOUS  NORTHSTAR  MINE  AND  OTHER  MINES  AND  SO  ON. 

THEN  ROOSEVELT  DECIDED  WELL,  WE'VE  PRINTED  TOO 
MANY  PICTURES  OF  WASHINGTON.   WE'LL  HAVE  TO  ADMIT  TO  THE 
REST  OF  THE  WORLD  THAT  WE  DON'T  HAVE  ENOUGH  GOLD  BACKING,  SO 
HE  CHANGED  THINGS  AND  THE  OTHER  POLITICIANS  HAVE  TAKEN  THE 
THEIR  CUE  AND  CONTINUED  TO  CHANGE  AND  CONTINUED  TO  CHANGE 
AND  PRINT  MORE  AND  MORE  PICTURES  OP  WASHINGTON  IN  PROPORTION 
TO  THE  AMOUNT  OF  BACKING  WE  HAD. 

HERBERT  HOOVER  DID  HIS  BEST  TO  HOLD  THE  LINE,  BUT 
THEN  HERBERT  HOOVER  HAD  SEEN  A  MINING  MAN  BOTH  IN  THE  UNITED 
STATES  AND  IN  CHINA,  AND  HE  KNEW  WHAT  THE  SCORE  WA5  RELATIVE 
TO  THE  MANNER  IN  WHICH  A  COUNTRY'S  CURRENCY  NEEDS  TO  BE 
BACKED  WITH  SOMETHING. 

HE  TRIED  TO  HOLD  THE  LINE  BUT  F.D.R.  WOULDN'T  GO 
ALONG  AND  SO  THE  BIG  CHANGE  WAS  MADE  AND  WE'VE  CONTINUED  TO 
MAKE  CHANGES  THOUGH  NOT  AS  BADLY  AS  SOME  OF  THE  COUNTRIES 
LIKE  ARGENTINA  AND  MEXICO,  WHICH  IS  ALMOST  A  JOKE  BUT  WASN'T 
SO  SERIOUS. 

BUT  THIS  AREA,  THE  5-23(A),  5-23<B),  THAT  HAS  BEEN 
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A  MINING  AREA  FOR  MANY,  MANY  YEARS.   THERE  ARE  MANY  MINES 
IN— OLD  MINES  IN  THAT  AREA  AND  THEY'LL  GET  NEW  TECHNOLOGY, 
THAT'S  WHY  GOLDFIELDS  IS  ABLE  TO  DO  WHAT  THEY'RE  DOING  NOW. 
THEY  HAVE  THE  TECHNOLOGY  AND  AS  WE  GET  INCREASED 
IN  BETTER  TECHNOLOGY— SURE  IT'S  NICE  TO  PAY  THE  CLAPPER 
RAIL,  THIS,  THAT,  AND  THE  OTHER  THING  BUT  I  DON'T  THINK  THAT 
THE  CLAPPER  RAIL  IS  AS  IMPORTANT  AS  IT  IS  WHEN  WE'RE  ABLE  TO 
HAVE  ENOUGH  MONEY  TO  PAY  FOR  A  DECENT  ARMY  AND  A  DECENT  NAVY 
AND  HAVE  BACKING  AND  HAVE  A  DOLLAR  THAT  THE  REST  OF  THE 
WORLD  WILL  RESPECT. 

TODAY,  THEY'RE  WORKING  HARD.   THEY'RE  ALSO  WORKING 
AT  CHEM-GOLD-    THERE  ARE  OTHER  PLACES.   THEY'RE  USING 
CYANIDE  AND  THAT'S  A  BAD  WORD  IN  THE  EYES  OF  MANY  PEOPLE. 
THEY  THINK,  OH,  ISN'T  THAT  TERRIBLE;   AND  STRANGELY  ENOUGH 
SOME  OF  THE  PEOPLE  THAT  BELONG  TO  THE  SIERRA  CLUB  AND  THE 
AUDABON  SOCIETY  GO  TO  THEIR  DENTIST  AND  GET  SILVER  FILLINGS 
THAT  ARE  30  PERCENT  MERCURY  AND  CARRY  THEM  AROUND  AND  THEY 
DON'T  EVEN  THINK  OF  THAT  IN  THE  SENSE  THE  MERCURY  IS  GIVING 
0FF  MERCURY  FUMES  AND  SHORTENING  THEIR  LIFE;  BUT  MERCURY  IS 
NO  LONGER  USED. 

THE  ONLY  MERCURY  WE'RE  GETTING  IN  THE  COLORADO 
RIVER  NOW  IS  WHAT  LEACHES  OUT  FROM  THE  OLD  PICACMO  MINE 
RIGHT  ON  THE  EDGE  OF  THE  RIVER  WHICH  IS  NOW  GOVERNMENT  LAND. 
THE  GOVERNMENT  HAS  NOT  AT  PRESENT  SEEN  FIT  TO  DO  ANY 
CHANGING  THERE.   THAT'S  SOMETHING  THAT  WAS  DONE  BEFORE  THE 


Associated  Reporting  0/  Mohave  County 


f   AHIION*  86*03 


□ 


dated  Reporting  of  Mohavi-  County 


12! 


TURN  OF  THE  CENTURY  BUT  TODAY  CYANIDE  IS  USED. 

ALL  YOU  HAVE  TO  DO  IS  ADD  A  LITTLE  CLOROX  TO 
CYANIDE,  IT  BECOMES  INSTANTLY  NEUTRALIZED  AND  IT  IS  NO 
LONGER  POISONOUS.   YOU  CAN  TAKE  CYANIDE  OUT  AND  SPREAD  IT 
OUT  ON  THE  GROUND  AND  WITHIN  A  COMPARI TI VELY  FEW  MONTHS  IT'S 
PRETTY  WELL  NEUTRALIZED  AND  NO  LONGER  HARMFUL. 

A  COMPANY  RECENTLY  TRIED  TO  SPEND  A  GREAT  DEAL  OF 
MONEY  TRYING  TO  GET  SOME  OF  THE  SILVER  FROM  THE  OLD  CLIP 
MILL  SITE  AND  LOST  A  LOT  OF  MONEY  IN  THE  PROCESS.   THEY  WERE 
UNABLE  BECAUSE  OF  THE  CLOSE  PROXIMITY  TO  THE  COLORADO  RIVER 
TO  USE  CYANIDE.   THEY  TRIED  TO  USE  A  HEAT  ROASTING  PROCES5 
AND  IT  WAS  TOO  EXPENSIVE.   IT  WASN'T  PRACTICAL. 

BUT  THERE  ARE  ENGINEERS  THAT  KNOW  WHAT  THEY'RE 
DOING.   CHEM-GOLD  IS  ONE,  THE  GOLDFIELD'S  IS  ANOTHER  AND 
QUITE  POSSIBLY  GOLDFIELD'S  WILL  BE  INTERESTED  IN   5-231A) 
AND  5-23 (B)  AS  THEY  GRADUALLY  WORK  OUT  OF  THE  PRESENT  AREA 
THEY'RE  WORKING  ON  NOW. 

I  THINK  IT  WOULD  BE  BETTER  IF  WE  WAIT  BECAUSE 
ALTHOUGH  MR.  ME ISTER  SAYS,  IN  CASE  OF  WAR  WE  CAN  CHANGE 
THINGS  IN  A  HURRY— NOT  NECESSARILY  AND  IT'S  NOW  WE  NEED  THE 
MONEY  AND  WE  NEED  SACKING  FOR  OUR  DOLLAR  NOW  NOT  AFTER  WE'RE 
IN  A  WAR  5ITUATI0N.  THANK  YOU. 

MR.  BAUER:   THAT  CONCLUDES  THE  LIST  OF  THOSE 
WHO  HAVE  5IGNED  UP  AND  INDICATED  THEY'D  LIKE  TO  SPEAK. 
WOULD  ANYONE  ELSE  WHO  HAS  NOT  ALREADY  SPOKEN  LIKE  TO  MAKE  A_ 
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MR.  FUGATE:   MY  NAME  IS  JOHN  FUGATE  AND  I 
REPRESENT  THE  YUMA  VALLEY  ROD  AND  GUN  CLUB.   FIRST  OF  ALL,  I 
WOULD  LIKE  TO  COMMENT  ON  THE  THREE  AREAS  PROPOSED  FOR 
WILDERNESS  THAT  ARE  IN  OUR  IMMEDIATE  AREA.   THEY  ARE  THE 
TRIGO  MOUNTAINS,  THE  KOFA  UNIT  4  NORTHERN  ADDITION  AND  THE 
MUGGINS  MOUNTAINS. 

IN  THE  TRIGOS,  WE  HAVE  29,095  ACRES  AS  WILDERNESS 
AND  7,  775  ACRES  TURNED  BACK  TO  OTHER  RESOURCE  USES.   FOLKS, 
THE  IMPERIAL  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE  BORDERS  ALMOST  THE 
ENTIRE  WEST  BOUNDARY  AND  THE  SOUTHERN  BOUNDARY  WITH  Y.P.G. 
BORDERING  THE  ENTIRE  EAST  SIDE. 

WHAT  MORE  PROTECTION  DO  WE  NEED  TO  PROTECT  AN  AREA 
ESPECIALLY  FROM  MOTORIZED  VEHICLES?   KOFA  UNIT  4  NORTHERN 
ADDITION  HAS  1900  ACRES  PROPOSED  FOR  WILDERNESS.   FIRST  OF 
ALL,  F.L.P.M.A.  SATS  THAT  AREAS  LOOKED  AT  FOR  PROPOSED 
WILDERNESS  SHOULD  HAVE  A  MINIMUM  OF  5,000  ACRES. 

SECONDLY,  YOU  PEOPLE  SITTING  HERE  TONIGHT  NEED  TO  KNOW 
THAT  THIS  PARTICULAR  PROPOSAL  FOR  THE  KOFA  UNIT  4  NORTHERN 
ADDITION  CAN  ONLY  BECOME  WILDERNESS  IF  THE  ADJACENT  LANDS  OF 
THE  KOFA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  RE'FUGE  BECOME  WILDERNESS  ALSO. 

AS  FAR  AS  THE  MUGGINS  MOUNTAINS,  WE  HAVE  B,B55 
ACRES  AS  WILDERNESS  AND  5,600  ACRES  RETURNED  TO  OTHER 
RESOURCE  USES. 

IT  IT  IS  PROPOSED  [N  THAT  PROPOSAL  FOR  THE  MUGGINS 
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MOUNTAINS  THAT  A  REASON  FOR  THE  BOUNDARIES  IS  FOR  CONTINUED 
ACCESS,  VEHICLE  ACCESS,  TO  THE  POPULAR  MUGGINS  WASH  FOR 
RECREATION  AND  MINING  AND  THE  WAY  TO  DO  THAT  THEY  SAY  IS  TO 
CHERRY  STEM  THE  VEHICLE  WAY  FOR  PUBLIC  ACCESS. 

ANOTHER  THING  FOR  THE  NONPROPDSAL  OF  5,600  ACRES 
WAS  TO  EXCLUDE  THE  PROPOSED  APRON  WATER  CATCHMENTS.   TO  ME 
THIS  SHOWS  THAT  THE  B.L.M.  REALIZED  WHAT  WILDERNESS  IS  AND 
WHAT  MINIMUM  TOOL  IS  AND  AS  FAR  AS  HABITAT  IMPROVEMENT 
PROJECTS  UNDERTAKEN  BY  THE  ARIZONA  GAME  AND  FISH  DEPARTMENT. 

WILOERNESS  IN  OUR  EYES  HAS  VARIOU5  NEGATIVE 
IMPACTS  CONCERNING  WILDLIFE  AND/OR  THE  MANAGEMENT  OF 
WILDLIFE.   ALSO,  IN  A  CLASSIFIED  AREA,  REASONABLE  PUBLIC 
ACCESS  15  NOT  PROVIDED;  WHILE,  ON  THE  OTHER  HAND,  PEOPLE  IN 
THE  PHOENIX  B.L.M,  OFFICE  HAVE  TOLD  ME  THAT  RANCHERS  AND 
MINERS  WHOSE  PAPERWORK  IS  CORRECT,  WILL  HAVE  ACCESS  ON 
VEHICLE  WAYS  IN  THOSE  DESIGNATED  WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREAS. 

FIRST  OF  ALL,  WE  ALL  KNOW  THAT  WATER  IS  THE  MOST 
SINGLE  LIMITING  FACTOR  FOR  THE  EXISTENCE  OF  WILDLIFE 
ESPECIALLY  IN  THESE  DESERT  AREAS.   IN  READING  THIS  DRAFT 
E.I.S.,  WILDLIFE  HABITAT  IMPROVEMENTS  MUST  BOTH  ENHANCE 
WILDERNESS  VALUES  A5  WELL  AS  MEET  MINIMUM  TOOL  REQUIREMENTS. 

THE  PROBLEM5  WE  SEE  HERE  ARE  TWO.   NUMBER  ONE,  IS 
THAT  ANY  MANMADE  PROJECT  WITH  ITS  EXISTENCE  ONLY  IS  NOT 
GOING  TO  ENHANCE  WILDERNESS  VALUES.   SECONDLY,  THE  TOOLS 
THAT  ARE  REQUIRED  TO  COMPLETE  SUCH  PROJECTS  ARE  MOSTLY 
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MOTORIZED. 

AS  WE  READ  FATHER  INTO  THE  DRAFT  UNDER  THE  HEADING 
OF  WILDLIFE  MANAGEMENT  ON  ANOTHER  PAGE,  WE  SEE  THAT 
MOTORIZED  EQUIPMENT  IS  REQUIRED  FOR  ACCESS  AS  WELL  AS 
CONSTRUCTION  AND  MAINTENANCE  OF  THAT  PROJECT. 

WE  SEE  A  DEFINITE  DISCREPANCY  BETWEEN  THE  PEOPLE 
IN  THE  B.L.M.  WHO  WROTE  ONE  PAGE  AND  THOSE  PEOPLE  IN  THE 
B.L.M.  WHO  WROTE  ANOTHER. 

1RREGARDLESS,  WE  AS  SPORTSMEN  OF  ARIZONA  REALIZE 
THAT  THE  TYPE  OF  ACTIONS  THAT  NEED  TO  BE  UNDERTAKEN  IN 
PROJECTS  OF  THIS  NATURE  WILL  8E  HIGHLY  CONTROVERSIAL  WHEN  IT 
COMES  TO  WHO  HAS  THE  POWER  TO  SAY  WHAT  MINIMUM  TOOL  IS  AND 
WHAT  ISN'T. 

FURTHER  STATEMENTS  IN  THE  DRAFT  SUGGEST  THAT  SINCE 
NINE  GRAZING  ALLOTMENTS  AND  ONE  GRAZING  LEASE  WERE 
ESTABLISHED  PRIOR  TO  F.L.M.P.A.,  ACTIONS  TAKEN  BY  ALL 
ALLOTEES  AND  LEASEES  IN  A  CLASSIFIED  AREA  COULD  AND  WOULD  NO 
DOUBT  USE  MECHANIZED  EQUIPMENT  TO  SATISFY  THEIR  NEEDS  TO 
ENHANCE  THEIR  RESOURCES. 

WITH  THAT  IN  MIND,  WE  ALL  NEED  TO  REMEMBER  THAT 
THE  ARIZONA  GAME  AND  FISH  DEPARTMENT  WAS  ESTABLISHED  BEFORE 
F.L.P.M.A.  AND  ACTIONS  TAKEN  BY  THIS  DEPARTMENT  REQUIRE 
MOTORIZED  VEHICLES  FOR  ACCESS  AND  MOTORIZED  EQUIPMENT  TO 
ENHANCE  THEIR  ABILITY  TO  MANAGE  THE  RESIDENT  WILDLIFE  OF 
ARIZONA.   THANK  YOU. 
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MR.  BAUER;   DOES  ANYONE  ELSE  WISH  TO  MAKE  . 


STATEMENT? 


14. 


15= 


MR.  SMITH:   MY  NAME  IS  TIM  SMITH.   I  BELIEVE 
THERE'S  BEEN  A  LOT  OF  GOOD  POINTS  BROUGHT  OUT  TONIGHT.   SOME 
OF  THEM  I  AGREE  WITH,  SOME  OF  THEM  I  DON'T.   I'M  HERE 
BECAUSE  I  WANT  TO  CONTINUE  TO  HUNT  AND  CAMP  OUT  IN  THE  KOFA 
MOUNTAIN  RANGE. 

I  KNOW  THERE'S  PEOPLE  HERE  THAT  DON'T  AGREE  WITH 
CAMPING  OUT  THERE  OR  GOING  IN  THERE  WITH  VEHICLES,  BUT  OUR 
FAMILY  AND  FRIENDS  OF  OUR  FAMILY  AND  OTHER  PEOPLE  HERE  THAT 
HAVE  GONE  OUT  THERE  WITH  US  OR  AROUND  US  HAVE  HUNTED  IN  THAT 
AREA  FOR  YEARS  NOT  HURTING  THE  TERRAIN,  HAVE  NOT  DONE  ANY 
DAMAGE  OUT  THERE,  AND  WE  JUST  WISH  TO  HAVE  THE  ACCESS  FOR 
THE  PEOPLE  TO  GO  OUT  THERE  AND  HAVE  A  GOOD  TIME  AND  NOT  HURT 
ANYBODY,  TO  GO  OUT  THERE  AND  ENJOY  THEIRSELVES,  TO  RECREATE 
WITH  THEIR  FAMILY. 

I  HAVE  SONS  NOW  AND  I  WISH  TO  TAKE  THEM  OUT  AND 
OUT  THERE  AND  I'D  LIKE  TO  HAVE  THE  LIBERTY  TO  DO  SO.   THANK 


MR.  BAUER 


THE  GENTLEMAN  IN  THE  BACK  ROW. 


MR.  DAILY:   I'LL  MAKE  IT  REAL  SHORT.   MY  NAME 
IS  MIKE  DAILY,  THAT'S  WITH  A  "D".   I  AM  PAST  PRESIDENT  OF 
ROD  AND  GUN  CLUB  ALSO  AND  I  AGREE  WHOLEHEARTEDLY  WITH  WHAT 
JOHN  FUGATE  SAID;  AND  ONE  THING  THAT  SCARES  ME  IS  I  READ  AN 
ARTICLE  RECENTLY  THAT  SAID  RUMORS  THAT  ARE  COMING  OUT  OF 


Am 
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1 

WASHINGTON  D.C.  INDICATE  THAT  THE  NEXT  STEP  AFTER  WILDERNESS 

1 

MILES  OF  THE  CITY  OF  YUMA.   I  HAVE  NEVER  SEEN  ANYONE  THAT 

2 

DESIGNATION  IS  TO  SAN  HUNTING  IN  ALL  THESE  AREAS  JUST  LIKE 

2 

TOOK  THE  TROUBLE  OF  GOING  TO  THE  PROPER  PLACE  TO  DO 

3 

THE  NATIONAL  PARKS  AND  MONUMENTS. 

3 

SOMETHING  BE  SO  DEVISTAT INGLY  DESTRUCTIVE  IN  THEIR  ACTIONS. 

4 

1  OPPOSE  WILDERNESS.   THANK  YOU. 

is: 

I  CAN  NO  LONGER  GO  TO  THE  K0FA5  MYSELF.   I  CAN'T 

15* 

MR.  BAUER:   IS  THEIR  ANYONE  ELSE  THAT  WISHES 

EVEN  CARRY  A  CAMERA  BACK  THERE  LET  ALONE  AN  AUTOMATIC  OF  ANY 

TO  MAKE  A  STATEMENT7 

6 

KIND  OR  ANY  GUN,  BUT  I  DO  NOT  FEEL  THAT  PEOPLE  UTILIZING  AND 

7 

MEMBER  OF  THE  AUDIENCE!   I'D  LIKE  TO  ADD 

7 

HARVESTING  THERE  IS  DAMAGING  TO  THE  ENVIRONMENT,  TO  THE 

8 
9 

SOMETHING  IF  IT'S  ALL  RIGHT. 

MR.   BAUER:   WE  CAN'T  HEAR  YOU,  SIR. 

a 

BIRDS,  OR  TO  THE  FLORA  IN  ANY  WAY.   THANK  YOU. 

9 

MR.  BAUER:   IF  THERE  ARE  NO  FURTHER  SPEAKERS, 

10 

MR.  FRANKS:   YOU  CALLED  MY  NAME  EARLIER.   MAY 

10 

I  HEREBY  CALL  THIS  HEARING  CLOSED.   I'M  SURE  IF  YOU  WOULD 

11 

I  MAKE  MY  COMMENTS  NOW  THAT  EVERYBODY  IS  DONE? 

11 

LIKE  TO  DIRECT  ANY  QUESTIONS  TO  THE  B.L.M.  EMPLOYEES  THEY 

12 

MR.  BAUER:   YES. 

12 
13 

WOULD  BE  HAPPY  TO  STICK  AROUND  AND  TALK  TO  YOU  FOR  AWHILE. 
THANK  YOU  FOR  COMING. 

13 

MR.  FRANKS:   MY  NAME  IS  SUMMER  FRANKS.   I'VE 

14 

BEEN  A  RESIDENT  HERE  FOR  39  YEARS  LIKE  MOST  OF  YOU  ALL.   I 

14 

(THE  PROCEEDINGS  WERE  CONCLUDED  AT  8:40  P.M.) 

IB 

HUNT.   I  FISH.   1  PAY  MY  TAXES  LIKE  ANYBODY  ELSE;  THAT  MOST 

IS 

16 

OF  MY  MONEY  I'VE  PAID  FOR  LICENSE  GOES  TO  FISH  AND  GAME;  AND 

16 

17 

IF  B.L.M.  TAKES  THIS  OVER  WITH,  WE  WON'T  HAVE  A  FISH  AND 

17 

18 

GAME  ANYMORE. 

18 

16" 

1  w  20 

THEY'RE  GOING  TO  LOSE  I  DON'T  KNOW  HOW  MANY  JOBS 
AT  FISH  AND  GAME.   THE  LADY  FROM  THE  AUDABONS ,  I  HAVE  SEEN 

19 
20 

21 

MANY  FLOWERS.   MY  DAUGHTER  IS  YOUNG,  SHE  LOVES  THE  FLOWERS 

21 

22 

ALSO-   IF  YOU  KEEP  EVERYBODY  OUT  OF  THAT  AREA  THERE  WON'T  BE 

22 

23 

NO  FLOWERS  ANYMORE,  YOU'RE  OVERRUN  WITH  THE  POPULATION  OF 

23 

12 

24 
2B 

ANIMALS  JUST  LIKE  PEOPLE. 

HOW  MANY  PEOPLE  HERE  GOES  OUT  EVERY  DAY  OF  THE 

24 
25 
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1 

WEEK?   THEY  GO  OUT  ONCE  A  YEAR  TO  GO  HUNTING  SOMETIMES  TWICE 

is; 

A  YEAR.   I'M  OPPOSED  TO  THIS  WHOLE  SITUATION  ALSO.   THANK 
YOU. 

4 

MR.  BAUER:  ANYONE  ELSE? 

5 

MR.  CONLEY;   MY  NAME  IS  BILL  CONLEY .   I'M  A 

6 

MEMBER  OF  ROD  AND  GUN  CLUB  AND  EVERYBODY  HAS  GOT  A  CHANCE  TO 

7 

MAKE  SOME  COMMENTS.   COMMENTS  WERE  MADE  THAT  VEHICLES  LEAVE 

8 

SCARS  OUT  THERE  THAT  WILL  NEVER  BE  RESTORED.   IF  THEY'LL 

9 

NEVER  BE  RESTORED,  WHY  CAN'T  WE  CONTINUE  TO  USE  THESE  AREAS? 

10 

17" 

ALSO  COMMENTS  WERE  MADE  ABOUT  THE  LOW  PERCENTAGE 

OF  THE  PEOPLE  IN  THIS  AREA  WHO  USE  THE  AREAS.   IF  THE 

12 

PERCENTAGE  IS  SO  LOW,  WHAT  KIND  OF  IMPACT  IS  IT  GOING  TO 

13 

PLACE  ON  THE  AREA? 

14 

THE  AREAS  THAT  WE'RE  GOING  INTO  ARE  50  FAR  OUT 

15 

THAT  I  DARE  SAY  ANYONE  HERE  WOULD  BACKPACK  INTO  THEM  AND 

16 

THAT  INCLUDES  ANYBODY  IN  AUDABON  SOCIETY.   THOSE  ARE  MY 

17 

COMMENTS. 

18 

MR.  BULICK:   MY  NAME  IS  ARN1E  BULICK  AND  ALL 

19 

I'D  LIKE  TO  SAY  ABOUT  THIS  IS,  IT  MAY  NOT  EASE  ANYONE'S  MIND 

20 

BUT  I  FOUND  THE  PEOPLE  THAT  WILL  GO  TO  THE  TROUBLE  OF  GOING 

I821 

INTO  THE  AREAS  LIKE  THE  KOFAS  ARE  GOING  TO  BE  EXTREMELY 

'°22 

CAREFUL  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT  AND  ON  THE  GILA  RIVER  I  HAVE 

23 

FOUND  DEAD  BEAVER  AND  REDONDO  LAKE  1  HAVE  FOUND  DEAD  BEAVER. 

24 

I  HAVE  PERSONALLY  SEEN  PEOPLE  IN  THE  BACK  OF 

35 

PICKUPS  SHOOTING  AT  ALL  KINDS  OF  NONGAME  ANIMALS  WITHIN  FIVE 
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PUBLIC  HEARING 

ON  WILDERNESS  DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 

FOR  THE  YUMA  DISTRICT  WILDERNESS  AREA 


TAKEN  ON  WEDNESDAY,  SEPTEMBER  16,  1987 


AT  HAVASUPAI  ELEMENTARY  SCHOOL 

880  CASHMERE  BOULEVARD 

LAKE  HAVASU  CITY,  ARIZONA 


AT    7:07    P.M. 


Property  of 

usm  i  BLM 
Yumo  Disirici  Office 

SHARON    E.    FLEEMAN,    C.S.R.,     R.P.R.,     C.M. 
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LARRY  BAUER 

DEPUTY  STATE  DIRECTOR  FOR 

MINERALS  IN  THE  ARIZONA  STATE 

OFFICE 

DARWIN  SNELL 

YUMA  DISTRICT  MANAGER 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 


□ 


Associated  Reporting  of  Mohave  County 


YOUR    TEN   MINUTES,    PLEASE    SURRENDER    THE    MICROPHONE    TO    THE 
NEXT    SPEAKER.       I    WILL    CALL    THE    SPEAKERS    THAT    HAVE     INDICATED 
BY    NAME. 


ART,    YOU'RE    FIRST. 

MR.  HORVATH:   THANK  YOU.   MY  NAME  IS  ART 
HORVATH,  A  LOCAL  RESIDENT  OF  LAKE  HAVASU  CITY  HERE. 

MY  PRIMARY  CONCERN  IS  ONE  THAT  INVOLVES  THESE 
ENVIRONMENTAL  STUDIES  AS  FAR  AS  WILDERNESS.   ARE  THEY  ALL 
DIRECTLY  NEARBY  THE  CITIES  AS  INDICATED  HERE  AS  HAVASU  IS, 
JUST  A  COUPLE  MILES  OUTSIDE  OF  TOWN,  THIS  IS  WHERE  THE  STUDY 
BEGINS. 

ARE  OTHER  AREAS  AFFECTED  BY  THIS  A5  WELL  AS  PARKER 
AND  YUMA  AND  BLYTHE?   ARE  THEIR  BOUNDARIES  AS  CL05E  TO  THE 
CITY  LIMITS  AS  WE  ARE  AFFECTED  BY  IT? 

THE  OTHER  THINS  IS  IS  THE  1.3  MILLION  ACRES  THAT 
WAS  DISCUSSED.   WHY  ARE  SO  MANY  OF  THE  ACRES  DIRECTLY  NEARBY 
THE  CITY,  AND  WHY  ARE  ACRES  DESIGNATED  AS  FAR  AS  UNSUITABLE 
OR  UNDESIRABLE  TO  THE  WILDERNESS  STUDY. 

I  FEEL,  GRANTED  I  HAVE  NOT  READ  THE  BOOK,  ONLY 
PICKING  UP  THE  BOOK  THIS  EVENING  HERE,  MY  INTEREST  IS  WHY 
ARE  THESE  STUDIES  NOT  IN  AREAS  ON  THE  OTHER  SIDE  OF  CROSSMAN 
PEAK?   I  UNDERSTAND  THAT'S  AN  UNSUITABLE  AREA. 

WILDLIFE  ITSELF  WILL  GO  ALL  OVER  THE  COUNTY,  NO 
MATTER  WHERE.   WHY  IS  IT  DIRECTED  RIGHT  BY  THE  CITY  LIMITS, 
NEARBY  THE  CITY?   I  MEAN,  WE  GOT  CHILDREN  THAT  UTILIZE  THE 
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LAND.   I  USE  THE  LAND  MYSELF.   WE  HAVE  A  LOT  OF  RECREATIONAL 

AREA  THAT  GOES  ON  WITH  THESE  BOUNDARIES. 

MY  INTEREST  IS,  IS  00  WE  LET  OUR  CHILDREN  EXPLORE 

THE  AREAS  OF  THE  WILDLIFE  OR  DO  WE  SEND  THEM  DOWN  TO  THE 

CITY  STREETS  AND  BE  AFFECTED  BY  THE  INADVERSE  CONDITIONS  OF 

THE  CITY  LIFE? 

I  MEAN,  GRANTED  IT  IS  A  SMALL  CITY,  BUT  DRUGS  AND 

OTHER  EFFECTS  ARE  AFFECTED  THERE,  WHEREAS  ENJOYING  THE 

OUTDOORS,  THE  WILDLIFE  IS  MORE  OF  MY  CONCERN. 

I  WOULD  LIKE  to  KNOW  A  LITTLE  BIT  MORE  ABOUT  IT. 

I'M  SURE  THROUGH  THESE  BOOKS  AND  PAMPHLETS  THAT  1  RECEIVED, 

I  WILL  FIND  OUT  MORE  ABOUT  IT,  BUT  I,  AS  OVERALL,  I  WOULD 
NOT  LIKE  TO  SEE  THE  WILDLIFE  STUDY  BE  IN  AS  CLOSE  TO  THE 
CITY  AS  IT  IS. 

I  MEAN,  WE  HAVE  A  NATURAL  RESOURCE  OUT  HERE,  AND  1 
BELIEVE  IT  SHOULD  BE  U5ED  FOR  THE  PUBLIC  USE,  NOT  FOR 
WILDLIFE  STUDIES.   THERE  ARE  OTHER  AREAS  SUITABLE  IN  THE 
COUNTY  THAT  THESE  WILDLIFE  STUDIES  SHOULD  BE  USED,  NOT 
NECESSARILY  IN  A  POPULATED  AREA  AS  LAKE  HAVASU  CITY.   THANK 
YOU. 
MR.  BAUERi 


THANK    YOU,    ART. 


I     HAVE    A    DOUBLE    SPEAKER    NEXT.       MR.    AND    MRS.    OAVID 
WOODCOX. 

MR.    WOODCOX,        I'LL    TAKE     IT.       MY    NAME     IS     DAVID 
WOODCOX.        I'M    ALSO    A    RESIDENT    OF    LAKE    HAVASU. 
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FIRST  OFF,  I'D  LIKE  TO  ANSWER  ART'S  QUESTION  TO 
YOU.   YOU  OON'T  EXPECT  THESE  PEOPLE  TO  GO  OUT  FURTHER  THAN 
WHAT  WE  GO  OUT  OR  GET  OFF-ROADING  MORE  THAN  WE  GO  OUT  TO 
STUDY  ANYTHING. 

MY  OTHER  THING  IS:   I  DON'T  HAVE  ANY  IDEA  WHAT 
WE'RE  STUDYING.   NOBODY  HAS  EVER  SAID  IN  ANY  OF  THESE 
PAMPHLETS  OR  ANYTHING  WHAT  THEY'RE  STUDYING-   ARE  YOU 
STUDYING  THE  GROWTH  OF  PLANTS,  ROCKS,  ANIMALS?   WHAT  IS  IT 
YOU'RE  STUDYING? 

THIS  IS  CALLED  A  WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREA,  BUT 
NOBODY'S  EVER  TOLD  US  WHAT  YOU'RE  STUDYING.   IS  IT  SOMETHING 
WE  NEED  TO  LEAVE  ALONE,  OON'T  MESS  WITH,  DON'T  SHOOT  IT, 
DON'T  RUN  OVER  IT?   BUT  NOBODY'S  EVER  TOLD  US.   I'D  LIKE  TO 
KNOW. 

NOW,  I  DON'T  PLAY  GOLF  OR  ANYTHING,  AND  I  DON'T 
PLAY  TENNIS.   I  LIKE  TO  HUNT  AND  I  LIKE  TO  GO  OFF-ROAD.   IF 
YOU'RE  GOING  TO  SHUT  DOWN  ALL  MY  AREAS  CLOSE  TO  TOWN,  I  JUST 
HAVE  TO  KEEP  GOING  FURTHER  OUT.   THEN  YOU'RE  JUST  GOING  TO 
KEEP  SHUTTING  IT  OFF. 

THAT'S  ABOUT  ALL  I  HAVE  TO  5AY. 

MR.  BAUER;   THANK  YQU.   JOHN  WARD. 
MR.  WARD:   MY  NAME  IS  JOHN  WARD,  AND  I  USE 
THE  DESERT  QUITE  OFTEN.   1  RACE  THE  DESERT,  AND  THE  PROPOSED 
PLACES  NOW  HERE  IS  WHERE  A  LOT  OF  PEOPLE  GO  RIDE.   AND  THE 
PARKER  AREA—   IT  SEEMS  THE  WHOLE  PARKER  AREA  THEY  WANT  TO 


fated  Reporting  of  Mohave  County 

fO   BO*  i*9« 


GET  SHUT  DOWN  IS  WHERE  THEY  RUN  THE  SCORE  RACES?  AND  A  LOT 
OF  PEOPLE  IN  PARKER  USE  THE  SCORE  RACE.  I  MEAN,  THEY  RUN 
OUT  THERE  AND  USE  THE  DESERT. 

SHUTTING  THIS  DOWN  MEANS  THAT  PEOPLE  AREN'T  GOING 
TO  BE  VERY  SUPPORTIVE  ON  IT;  AND  I'VE—AM  A  MEMBER  OF  THE 
A.D.R.A.,  AND  I  SORT  OF  KNOW  WHAT'S  GOING  ON  BETWEEN  B.L.M. 
AND  A.D.R.A.,  AND  HOW  THEY  HELD  BOUT,  AND  IT  SEEMS  LIKE 
SOMETHING  COULD  BE  DONE  HERE,  BUT  NOTHING  HAS  REALLY  BEEN 
BROUGHT  UP.   THERE'S  A  POSSIBILITY  THAT  THAT  COULD  HAPPEN, 
TOO. 

1  just—   THAT'S  ALL  I  GOT  TO  SAY. 
MR.  BAUER:   THANK  YOU,  SIR. 

THAT  CONCLUDES  ALL  OF  THOSE  WHO  REGISTERED  WHO 
SAID  THEY  DEFINITELY  WANTED  TO  SPEAK.   NOW,  SEVERAL  PEOPLE 
HAD  QUESTION  MARKS  OR  MAYBE'Sj  AND  SO  I'M  NOT  GOING  TO  CALL 
THOSE  NAMES,  BUT  THE  FLOOR  IS  NOW  OPEN  FOR.  ADDI T 10NAL 
SPEAKERS  WHO  HAD  NOT  PREVIOUSLY  INDICATED  THAT  THEY  WISH  TO 
SPEAK. 
YES,  SIR? 


MR.  ALEXANDER:    MY  NAME  IS  STEVE  ALEXANDER. 
I'M  A  NINE-YEAR  RESIDENT  OF  LAKE  HAVASU . 

I'VE  GOT  VARIED  INTERESTS  RANGING  FROM  BACKPACKING 
TO  A.T.V.  RIDING.  1  BACKPAtKED  FROM  MAINE  TO  CALIFORNIA.  I 
FEEL  THERE'S  NO  REDEEMING  QUALITIES  IN  THE  AREA  AROUND  LAKE 
HAVASU  FOR  BACKPACKING.   I'VE  8ACKPACKED  CROSSMAN'S  PEAK. 
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THE  TRAILS  THAT  GO  UP  THERE  WOULD  BE  SO  TOUGH  YOU  REALLY 
CAN'T  GET  TO  THE  TOP  BY  AN  A.T.V.  ANYWAYS.   i  WOULDN'T  MIND 
SEEING  THAT  AREA  CLOSED  OFF. 

I'M  ADAMANTLY  OPPOSED  TO  CLOSING  ANY  TRAILS 
ANYWHERE  NEAR  MOHAVE  WASH  AND  CROSSMAN'S  PEAK,  PROVIDES  A 
PRETTY  GOOD  AREA  FOR  ALL  OF  US  TO  RIDE,  PROVIDES  A  GOOD  AREA 
FOR  THE  SNOWBIRDS  THAT  COME  IN,  THE  WINTER  VISITORS,  TO 
HAVA5U  TO  GO  ROCK-HOUNDING,  TO  BE  PONDERING  IN  THE  DESERT. 

1  SEE  A  LOT  OF  TIMES  THEY'RE  OUT  THERE  HAVING 
PICNICS.   THAT  WOULD  CLOSE  THOSE  AREAS  TO  THEM.   NOT  ONLY 
WOULD  IT  BE  A  DISADVANTAGE  TO  ALL  OF  US  THAT  RIDE  A.T.V.  'S, 
BUT  1  THINK  IT  WOULD  ALSO  BE  AN  ECONOMICAL  DISADVANTAGE  TO 
THE  TOWN  THAT  A  LOT  OF  THESE  PEOPLE  MAY  NOT  COME  HERE 
ANYMORE. 

THERE'S  NO  REAL  CLOSE  PLACES  TO  RIDE  OTHER  THAN 
OUT  HERE  IN  THE  DESERT  THAT'S  CLOSE  TO  TOWN,  AREAS  THAT 
YOU'RE  STUDYING.   I  DON'T  SEE  ANY  ADVANTAGE  TO  CLOSING  THE 
AREAS. 

I  READ— I  'VE  READ  THE  STATEMENT  TO  SOME  EXTENT. 
IT  BOTHERS  ME  A  LITTLE  81T  TO  READ  THAT  WHEN  THEY'RE  TALKING 
ABOUT  AREAS  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  RECREATION,  WHICH  I 
THINK  WOULD  BE  HIKING  AND  BACKPACKING,  THEY  USE  ADJECTIVES, 
SUCH  A5  THE  W.S.A.  OFFICE,  OUTSTANDING  OPPORTUNITIES  FOR 
PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  RECREATION,  INCLUDING  HIKING, 
PHOTOGRAPHY,  SIGHT5EEING,  ROCK-HOUNDING,  ON  AND  ON;  AND  WHEN 
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THEY  GET  TO  TALJC  ABOUT  OFF-ROAD  VEHICLE  USE,  THEY  USE  NO 
SUPERLATIVES,  NOTHING  AS  AN  ADJECTIVE  TO  DESCRIBE  THE  AREA. 
I'VE  RIDDEN  ALL  OVER  THE  SOUTHWEST.  I  THINK  THIS 
IS  A  TREMENDOUS  AREA.  IT'S  CLOSE  TO  TOWN.  I  JUST—  I 
WOULD  SURELY  HOPE  THAT  IT  WOULDN'T  BE  CLOSED  DOWN.  1  DON'T 
KNOW  WHAT  THE  ANSWER  IS.  I  HOPE  THAT  WHEN  YOU  SAID  IF  THE 
PUBLIC  OPINION  15  AGAINST  IT  CLOSING,  THEN  THAT'S  WHAT  WILL 
BE  HAPPENING. 

50METIMES  I  FEEL  THAT  OUR  OPINION  MEANS  NOTHING, 
THAT  THE  GOVERNMENT  AGENCY'S  GOING  TO  ROLL  ON,  AND  ITS 
GOING  TO  BE  CLOSED  NO  MATTER  WHETHER  IT'S  A  HUNDRED-TO-ONE 
IN  FAVOR  OF  KEEPING  IT  OPEN. 

THANK  YOU  VERY  MUCH. 
(APPLAUSE.) 

MR.  BAUER:   OKAY.   I  WAS  JUST  HANDED  A  LIST 
FROM  THE  FRONT  DOOR  THAT  HAD  ONE  ADDITIONAL  NAME  WHO  HAD 
INDICATED-   I'D  LIKE  TO  TAKE  THEM  NOW.   STEVE  HOLDRED. 


MR.  HOLDREAD:  MY  NAME  IS  STEVE  HOLDREAD. 
I'VE  LIVED  IN  WESTERN  ARIZONA  FOR  APPROXIMATELY  30  YEARS; 
AND  I'VE  READ  THIS  BOOK,  AND  IT'S  REALLY  ASTOUNDING. 

IT  STARTS  OUT  SAYING  THAT  THE  B.L.M.  IS  UNDER 
CONGRESSIONAL  MANDATE  TO  REVIEW  THE  PUBLIC  LANDS  FOR 
ROADLESS  AREAS  OF  5,000  ACRES  OR  MORE  THAT  HAVE  WILDERNESS 
CHARACTER. 

THE  AREAS  IN  HERE,  ESPECIALLY  AROUND  HAVASU,  DO 
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NOT  IN  ANY  WAY,  SHAPE,  OR  FORM  MEET  THAT  CRITERIA;  AND  1 
CAN'T  BELIEVE  THAT  THE  B.L.M.  IS  RECOMMENDING  THAT  THIS  LAND 
BE  CLOSED  OFF. 

ALSO  IN  THIS  BOOK  IT  SAYS,  ON  PAGE  4,  THE  U.S. 
FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE  DID  NOT  IDENTIFY  ANY  ENDANGERED 
SPECIES  IN  ANY  OF  22  W.S.A.'S.   IT  ALSO  SAYS  LITTLE  OR  NO 
CHANGE  IN  WILDLIFE  POPULATIONS,  OTHER  THAN  BIGHORN  SHEEP  AND 
DESERT  TORTOISE,  WILL  HAPPEN.   IT  SAYS  NONE  OF  THE  W.S.A.'S 
HAVE  SOIL-EROSION  PROBLEMS.   IT  CLAIMS  THAT  THERE  WILL  8E  NO 
EFFECT,  OR  VERY  LITTLE  EFFECT,  ON  THE  ECONOMIC  CONDITIONS. 
THAT'S  DEBATABLE. 

IT  SAYS  THAT  IT  WILL  CAUSE  PROBLEMS  IN  THE 
CROSSMAN  PEAK  AND  SWANSEA  AREAS  WITH  FIRE  PREVENTION,  FIRE 
MANAGEMENT. 

WELL,  THOSE  FOUR  THINGS  RIGHT  THERE  SEEM  TO  ME  TO 
BE  AN  ARGUMENT  AGAINST  WILDERNESS  CLASSIFICATION;  AND  THE 
WHOLE  BOOK  IS  JUST  FULL  OF  STUFF  LIKE  THIS. 

I'M  JUST  ASTOUNDED  THAT  THE  B.L.M.  COME  UP  WITH 
THE  CONCLUSIONS  THEY  DID.   I  THINK  THAT  WHEN  IT  COMES  RIGHT 
DOWN  TO  IT,  THE  BIGGEST  PURPOSE  FOR  THE  WHOLE  WILDERNESS 
STUDY  AND  EVERYTHING  IS  TO  MAKE' MORE  JOBS  FOR  MORE 
BUREAUCRATS,  AND  YOU'RE  GOING  TO  RIP-OFF  ALL  THIS  PUBLIC 
LAND  FROM  THE  PEOPLE  THAT  LIKE  TO  USE  IT. 
THANK  YOU. 

(APPLAUSE.) 


□ 
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MR.    BAUER:       I    BELIEVE    THE    GENTLEMAN    IN    THE 
BASEBALL    CAP    REQUESTED    AN     INTEREST. 


e:1 


MR.  MARTIN:   I  HATE  THESE  THINGS.   MY  NAME  IS 
GARY  MARTINI  RESIDENT  OF  LAKE  HAVASU  CITY  FOR  ABOUT  EIGHT 
YEARS. 

QUITE  FRANKLY,  I  MOVED  OUT  OF  CALIFORNIA  FOR  THE 
SAME  THING,  BUT  HERE  I  AM  FIGHTING  IT  AGAIN  AND  COMING  UP  TO 
THE  MEETINGS  AGAIN. 

THE  ONLY  THING  I  CAN  5AY  ON  THIS  WHOLE  THING,  LIKE 
THE  OTHER  PEOPLE  HAVE  STEPPED  IN  HERE  BEFORE  ME,  IS  IT 
ABSOLUTELY  ASTOUNDS  ME  THAT  THE  BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 
WOULD  PICK  AN  AREA  THAT'S  DESTINED  TO  HAVE  80,000  PEOPLE  IN 
HERE  IN  A  VERY  FEW  YEARS,  WON'T  BE  VERY  LONG,  THERE  WILL  BE 
80,000  PERMANENT  RESIDENTS,  PLUS  BOATERS  AND  OFF-ROADERS, 
THAT  THEY  WOULD  EVEN  CONSIDER  THIS  AREA  OR  ANY  PART  OF 
PARKER. 

AND  OF  COURSE  WE'RE  ALL  SELFISH,  SO  WE  PICK 
HAVASU.   WE  COME  HERE  TO  FIGHT  FOR  HAVASU  AND  CROSSMAN  PEAK 
AREA  AND  THOSE  AREAS  AROUND  IT;  BUT  IN  MY  OPINION,  I  JUST 
WANT  TO  ADD  MY  NAME  TO  THE  RECORD. 

THIS  IS  A  VERY  POOR  AREA.   IT'S  UNCONTROLLABLE.   I 
DON'T  CARE  WHAT  YOU  SAY,  IT  WOULD  PROBABLY  TAKE  55 
HELICOPTERS  AND  400  PEOPLE  TO  CONTROL  IT,  ANYWAY.   IT  WILL 
BE  USED,  SO  I  WOULD  THINK  THAT  THE  BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 
WOULD  HAVE  A  MUCH  BETTER— MUCH  BETTER  AREAS  TO  PLACE  THEIR 
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MONEY  AND  PUT  THEIR  MONEY  TO  PROTECT  THE  AREA. 

LIKE  OTHER  PEOPLE  HAVE  SAID,  I  BACKPACKED 
EVERYWHERE,  THE  SIERRAS.   I'VE  WATCHED  THEM  CLOSED  TO 
MOTORCYCLES,  AT  LEAST,  WHICH  IS  FINE.   EVERYBODY  HAS  TO  HAVE 
THEIR  THING.   I'VE  WATCHED  OTHER  PLACES  CLOSEj  AND  I  JUST 
REALLY  CONSIDER  THIS  AN  AREA  THAT  IS  NOT  NEEDED  TO  BE 
CLOSED. 

NOW,  MY  LEARNED  GENTLEMEN  AT  TABLE  CAN  SIT  UP 
THERE  AND  LOOK  BORED  AND  ANYTHING  ELSE  THEY  WANT  TO  LOOK,  I 
REALLY  DON'T  CARE;  BUT  THE  FACT  REMAINS  THIS  IS  A  VERT  POOR 
PLACE  TO  CLOSE  DOWN,  UNCONTROLLABLE,  VERY  EXPENSIVE. 

THANK  YOU. 

(APPLAUSE.) 
MR.  BAUER:   IS  THERE  ANYONE  ELSE  WHO  WOULD 


LIKE  TO  SPEAK? 


(ONE  PER50N  RAISED  THEIR  HAND.) 
MR.  BAUER:   YES,  SIR. 


MR.  SPARKS:  MY  NAME  IS  RICHARD  SPARKS.  I'VE 
LIVED  IN  LAKE  HAVASU  SINCE  1968,  WHEN  MY  PARENTS  BROUGHT  ME. 
WASN'T  MY  CHOICE,  BUT  HERE  I  AM. 

I'VE  LIVED  HERE  FOR  19  YEARS.   I  GREW  UP  IN  THIS 
AREA.   I  HAVE  MULTIPLE  INTERESTS  IN  THIS  AREA.   I  HAVE  AN 
ACTIVE  GOLD  MINING  CLAIM  IN  1419,  SECTION  21,  WITH  AN  ACTIVE 
NOTICE  OF  INTENT  CURRENT  WITH  THE  B.L.M. 

IT  DOESN'T  AFFECT  ME  COMPLETELY,  BUT  IT  CUTS  OFF 
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ABOUT  THREE-QUARTERS  OF  MY  AREA.   THAT  CONCERNS  ME,  BUT  I 
CAN  LIVE  WITH  THAT.   WHAT  REALLY  CONCERNS  ME  IS  THE  CLOSING 
DOWN  OF  THE  HUNTING,  AND  THE  AREA  COMPLETELY  TO  ACCESS. 

I  HAVE  A  MULE  DEER  IN  MY  LIVING  ROOM  THAT  I  SHOT 
ON  CROSSMAN  PEAK.   IT  TOOK  ME  TWO  DAYS  TO  BACKPACK  IT  OUT  TO 
SCOTT'S  WELL.   THAT  WAS  AN  ORDEAL.   |  WOULDN'T  WANT  TO  DO  IT 
AGAIN.   I  WAS  FIVE  MILES  INSIDE  THE  BOUNDARY  AREA.   IT'S  A 
30-INCH  MULE  DEER.   IT'S  BEAUTIFUL. 

THERE'S  NO  WAY  YOU  COULD  DO  THAT  AGAIN  IF  THIS 
WILDERNESS  STUDY  GOES  THROUGH  AS  PLANNED.   I  DON'T  KNOW  WHAT 
TO  SAY.   THAT'S  AN  EXPERIENCE  THAT  I  COULD  NEVER  DO  AGAIN  IF 
THIS  GOES  THROUGH. 

THANK  YOU. 

(APPLAUSE.) 
MR.  BAUER:   YES,  SIR? 


MR.  MULDER:   I  AM  WILLIAM  MULDER.   I'M  AN 
EX-POLICE  OFFICER  FROM  CITY  OF  LOS  ANGELES.   I'VE  LIVED  HERE 
THREE  YEARS. 

PROBABLY  THE  MOST  INTERESTING  THINGS  IN  MY  LIFE 
HAS  BEEN  TO  SE  ABLE  TO  GO  TO  THESE  MINES,  GO  DOWN  IN  THEM, 
GO  THROUGH  THEM,  SEARCH  THE  AREA.   I  LIVE  ON  MCCULLOCH.   I 
GO  UP  TO  CROSSMAN  PEAK.   I  GO  DOWN  TO  THE  BILL  WILLIAMS 
RIVER. 

I  —  I  — I  THINK  THAT  IT  WOULD  BE  AN  INJUSTICE  TO 
CLOSE  DOWN  AREAS  THAT  I  CAN  RIDE  FOR  TWO  ANO  THREE  DAYS  AT  A 
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TIME  WITHOUT  RUNNING  ACR0S5  ANOTHER.   I  RIDE  A  FOUR-TRACK, 

THERE  ARE  SEVERAL  BILLS  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES 

2 

FOUR-WHEEL-DRIVE.   I'M  GETTING  A  LITTLE  OLD,  BUT  I'VE  RIDDEN 

2 

SENATE  RIGHT  NOW,  CRANSTON  SPONSORED  ONE,  SENATE  BILL  NUMBER 

3 

BIKES  FOR  40  YEARS.   I  DON'T  TEAR  UP  ANYTHING.   I  DON'T — I 

3 

7,  WHICH  IS  BEING  ADAMANTLY  OPPOSED  BY  EVERYBODY  THAT  LIKES 

4 

DON'T  TAKE  AWAY  ANYTHING;  BUT  WHAT  MEN  DID  IN  THE  lBOD'S 

4 

TO  RECREATE  IN  THE  DESERT  THAT  CANNOT  GET  THERE  WITH  THEIR 

5 

AMAZES  MEj  AND  I  LIVE  SORT  OF  WITH  THEM  AS  I  GO  THROUGH 

5 

OWN  TWO  FEET  OR  ON  A  HORSE,  CANNOT  AFFORD  A  HORSE. 

6 

THESE  TUNNELS  AND  FIGHT  THE  BATS  AND—BUT  I  THINK  THAT'S 

6 

WE  HAVE —   I'M  A  MOTORCYCLIST.   I  HAVE  A  VERY 

7 

PART  OF  AMERICAN  HERITAGE. 

7 

EXPENSIVE  SPORT.   IT  TAKES  ABOUT  52,000  TO  BUY  A  VEHICLE 

a 

I  RUN  A  WATER  AGENCY  UP  IN  LAKE  ARROWHEAD, 

8 

NOWADAYS  THAT  YOU  CAN  GO  OUT  INTO  THESE  HILL5  WITH. 

9 

CALIFORNIA  YET,  BY  TELEPHONE;  AND — AND  LAKE  ARROWHEAD  HAS 

9 

A  HORSE  IS  SO  FAR— FARTHER  EXPENSIVE  THAN  THIS 

10 

BEEN  TURNED  COMPLETELY  OFF.   THE  YOUNG  PEOPLE  CAN'T  RIDE 

10 

TYPE  OF  VEHICLE,  THAT  IT'S  UNREASONABLE  FOR  ME  TO  EVEN  THINK 

11 

ANYMORE.   THEY — THEY'VE  LOST  THE  INTEREST  AND  THE  ENTHUSIASM 

11 

ABOUT  BUYING  A  HORSE. 

Q12 

THAT  WE  HAVE  HERE  IN  ARIZONA. 

12 

THE  YEARLY  MAINTENANCE  ON  AN  ANIMAL  THAT  I  CAN  GO 

o13 

IT  WOULD  BE  TO  ME  A  TERRIBLE  SHAME  TO  LET  PEOPLE 

fi 

13 

INTO  THE  WILDERNESS  AREA  WITH  IS  RIDICULOUS.   WHAT  I'VE  SEEN 

14 

WHO  HAVE  BEEN  SO  KIND  AS  B.L.M.  TO  ME  AS,  YOU  KNOW,  AS  I'VE 

14 

HERE  LAID  OUT  IS  A  GOOD  STUDY,  BUT  IT  DOES  NOT  ADDRESS 

lfi 

GONE  IN  THE  OFFICE  AND  ASKED  FOR  INFORMATION  AND  THINGS. 

15 

SEVERAL  THINGS;  THE  EFFECT  ON  PEOPLE  THAT  CANNOT  ATTEND 

16 

THEY'VE  BEEN  SUPER  KIND. 

9.1 

16 

THESE  MEETINGS  AND  MAKE  THEIR  STATEMENTS.   IT  CANNOT  ADDRESS 

17 

I  DON'T  THINK  THAT  THEY—   I  THINK  THAT  THEY  WOULD 

17 

ALL  OF  THE  RECREATION  THAT  GOES  ON  OUT  THERE  RIGHT  NOW 

18 

BE  DOING  US  A  GREAT  INJUSTICE  FOR  EVEN  THE  OLDER  PEOPLE  TO 

18 

THAT —   I  NEVER  SEE  THE  B.L.M.  OUT  IN  THESE  AREAS.   I'VE 

19 

CLOSE  THESE  AREAS  OFF  TO  WHERE  WE  CAN'T  ENJOY  THEM  ANYMORE. 

19 

NEVER  SEEN  A  B.L.M.  PERSONNEL  AT  ALL  IN  THESE  RIDING  AREAS. 

20 

WE'RE  TOO  OLD  TO  BACKPACK.   YOU  KNOW,  I  MEAN,  I 

20 

THERE'S  SOME  OTHER  THINGS  THAT  HAVEN'T  BEEN 

21 

CAN  MARCH  WITH  MOST  OF  THEM,  BUT  I'M  RETIRED  NOW,  AND  I 

9.2 

21 

ADDRESSED  EITHER,  AND  ONE  OF  THOSE  IS  THE  ECONOMICS.   IF  YOU 

22 

ENJOY  RIDING  AND  ENJOY  PLAYING  AND  THIS  IS— THIS  IS  A  REAL 

22 

SHUT  THESE  AREAS  DOWN,  WHAT  IS  THE  EFFECT  ON  MANPOWER  FOR 

23 

JOY  TO  ME,  AND  IT  WOULD —   I  DON'T  KNOW  WHAT  WE  CAN  DO  TO 

23 

THE  B.L.M.  TO  ENFORCE  IT  AND  MAKE  US  OUTLAWS?   AND  THAT'S  MY 

24 

STOP  IT,  BUT  I  DON'T  SEE  THERE'S  ANY  REASON —   IF  YOU  DON'T 

24 

STATEMENT. 

88 

SEE  ANYBODY  RIDING  ALL  DAY  LONG  ON  A  MOTORCYCLE,  YOU'RE  BY 

25 

THANK  YOU  VERY  MUCH. 
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25 

1 

1 

YOURSELF,  I  CAN'T  SEE  WHAT  DAMAGE  THEY  CAN  BE  DOING,  AND  I 

(APPLAUSE.) 

fl2 

DON'T  SEE  ANY  DAMAGE  IN  THE  AREAS  THAT  ARE  GOING. 

9: 

MR.  BAUER:    WOULD  ANYONE  ELSE  LIKE  TO  MAKE  A 

o3 

THANK  YOU. 

STATEMENT? 

4 
5 

(APPLAUSE.) 
MR.  BAUER:   YES,  SIR. 

4 

MR.  BAUER:   YES,  MA'AM. 

5 

6 

MS.  BUCK:   MY  NAME  IS  TAMMY  BUCK,  AND  I'VE 
LIVED  HERE  FOR  ALMOST  TWO  YEAR5. 

6 

MR.  INGHAMi    MY  NAME  IS  JOHN  INGHAM.   I'M  A 

7 

TWO-YEAR  RESIDENT  OF  LAKE  HAVA5U. 

7 

MY  FAMILY  AND  I  GO  OUT  FOUR-WHEELING  ALMOST  EVERY 

8 

IN  MY  PAST  CAREER,  I  HAVE  BEEN  A  SURVEYOR  FOR 

8 

WEEKEND  DURING  THE  WINTER,  AND  I'VE  JUST  GOTTEN  A  BIKE,  AND 

9 

UNITED  STATES  FOREST  SERVICE.   I'VE  WORKED  ALL  OVER  THE 

\r\* 

I  WAS  REALLY  LOOKING  FORWARO  TO  RIDING  IT  THIS  WINTER;  AND  I 

10 

SOUTHWEST  IN  VARIOUS  CAPACITIES)  AND  IT  APPEARS  THAT  OVER 

I010 

DON'T  REALLY  UNDERSTAND  WHY  YOU'RE  CLOSING  DOWN  ALL  OF  THIS, 

11 

THE  LAST  TEN  YEARS,  THERE'S  BEEN  WAY  TOO  MUCH  RESTRICTIVE 

ii 

STANDARD  WASH  AND  CROSSMAN  PEAK. 

12 

LAND  USE. 

12 

THAT'S  ALL  I  HAVE  TO  SAY. 

13 

IN  PARTICULAR,  IN  THIS  PARTICULAR  AREA  HERE  AROUND 

13 

(APPLAUSE.) 

14 
19 

LAKE  HAVASU  AND  THE  PARKER  CITY  AREAS,  YOU  ARE  RESTRICTING 
OR  ATTEMPTING  TO  RESTRICT  ONE  PRIME  RECREATION  AREAS  FOR  A 

14 

MR.  BAUER:   YES,  SIR. 

15 

MR.  MAKI:   MY  NAME  IS  FOREST  MAKI ,  AND  I'M  A 

9  ie 

LOT  OF  PEOPLE  THAT  CANNOT  ATTEND  THESE  MEETINGS. 

16 

RESIDENT  OF  LAKE  HAVASU  CITY  HERE.   I'VE  BEEN  HERE  FOR  A 

17 

THE  INDIVIDUAL  THAT  WAS  JUST  UP  IN  FRONT  OF  ME  IS 

17 

LITTLE  OVER  EIGHT  YEARS. 

18 

AN  OLDER  INDIVIDUAL.   IN  THE  WINTERTIME  WHEN  OUR  SNOWBIRDS 

16 

AND  THERE  WAS  50ME  THINGS  I  WAS  GOING  TO  SAY,  BUT 

19 

ARE  HERE  FROM  THE  UPPER  NORTHERN  STATES,  THEY  ARE  OUT  IN  THE 

1  I" 

MOST  OF  THEM  HAVE  BEEN  SAID,  BUT  1  WILL  SAY  THAT  I  AM  A  VERY 

20 

DESERT  IN  FORCE  IN  VEHICLES. 

ii. 

ADAMANT  WALKER,  AND  I  GO  ALL  OVER  THE  DESERT,  ESPECIALLY  IN 

21 

IF  YOU  SHUT  THESE  LANDS  DOWN  FOR  THOSE  FOLKS, 

21 

THE  WINTERTIME;  AND  I  SEE  THAT  THIS  IS  GOING  TO  CUT  ME  OFF. 

22 

THEY'RE  NOT  GOING  TO  HAVE  ANYTHING  TO  DO  HERE.   YOU'RE  GOING 

22 

NOW,  I  KNOW  THERE'S  A  LOT  OF  OTHERS  THAT  HAVE  THIS 

23 

TO  SHUT  THE  ECONOMY  DOWN  OF  LAKE  HAVASU  AND  PARKER,  FOR  THAT 

23 

SAME  FEELING.   I  WOULD  LIKE  TO  SAY  ONE  THING  TO  YOU  PEOPLE 

24 

MATTER,  AND  QUARTZSITE.   THAT'S  THE  WRONG  THING  TO  DO  IS  TO 

24 

OUT  HERE,  AND  THAT  IS  THAT  PLEASE  WRITE  YOUR  CONGRESSMAN  OR 

28 

SHUT  MORE  LAND  DOWN. 

28 

SOMETHING.   THIS  WOULD  PROBABLY  HAVE  QUITE  MORE  OF  AN  EFFECT 
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THAN  US  TALKING  MERE  AT  THIS  MEETING  HERE  TONIGHT.   SO  THANK 
YOU. 

[APPLAUSE.) 

MR.  BAUER:   IS  THERE  ANYONE  ELSE  WHO  WOULD 
LIKE  TO  SPEAK7 

(ONE  HAND  WAS  RAISED.) 

MR.  BAUER:   YES,  SIR. 

8 
9 

10 
12 
12 
13 
14 

16 
17 

la 

19 
30 
21 
22 
23 

MR.  YDNDA:   MY  NAME  IS  LARRY  YONDA .   I  KNOW 
THAT  I'M  A  KID  AND  IT'S  NOT  GOING  TO  HAVE  MUCH  5AY  HERE 
ABOUT  WHAT  1  SAY,  BUT  ALL  1  CAN  SAY  THAT  WHEN  WE  GO  OUT 
RIDING,  WE  GO  OUT  FROM  THE  TIME  WE  GET  HOME  FROM  SCHOOL,  DO 
OUR  HOMEWORK,  AND  IT  KEEPS  OS  OUT  OF  TROUBLE  OUT  THERE 
RIDING  THAN  DOWNTOWN  CAU5ING  A  LOT  OF  RUCKUS. 

US  HERE  OUT  THERE  RIDING  15  BEJTER  THAN  US  THERE 
OOWNTOWN  TAKING  DRUGS  OR  BOTHERING  PEOPLE  OOWN  THERE  AND 
GETTING  IN  OTHER  PEOPLE'S  WAY. 

THIS  IS  THE  ONLY  PLACE  WE  HAVE  TO  RIDE.   YOU  CLOSE 
US  OFF,  AND  WE'LL  BE  DOWNTOWN  OR  SOMETHING  ELSE,  LIKE  THESE 
OTHER  PLACES  OUT  IN  GLAMIS  OR  SOMETHING. 

LIKE  I  SAID,  IF  YOU  CLOSE  THE5E  OFF,  IT  WILL  KEEP 
US—   CLOSE  IT  OFF,  THEN  WE  WON'T—WE  HAVE  NO  OTHER  PLACE  TO 
GO  THEN. 

(APPLAUSE.) 

24 
25 

MR.  BAUER!   IF  THERE'S  NO  ONE  ELSE  WHO  WOULD 
LIKE  TO  SPEAK,  I  WILL  NOW  CALL  THE  HEARING  OFFICIALLY 
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PUBLIC  HEARING 

ON  WILDERNESS  DRAFT  ENV IRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMEN 

FOR  TNE  VUMA  DISTRICT  WILDERNESS  AREA 


16 
17 


TAKEN  ON  TUESDAY,  SEPTEMBER  22,  1987 


AT  WALLACE  ELEMENTARY  SCHOOL 

165  0  NAVAHO 

PARKER,    ARIZONA 


AT    7:10   P.M. 
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LAKE  HAVASU  CITY  AB.IOHA  B04D3 


APPEARANCES: 


RAYMOND  0.  MAPSTON 
ASSOCIATE  DISTRICT  MANAGER 
ARIZONA  STRIP  DISTRICT 


DARWIN  SNELL 

YUMA  DISTRICT  MANAGER 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 
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WHO  DID  NOT  INDICATE  WHETHER  THEY  WISHED  TO  TESTIFY  OR  MAKE 
A  STATEMENT.   I  WANTED  TO  BE  FAIR  TO  THAT  PERSON  IN  CASE 
THEY  JUST  DID  NOT  NOTICE  THAT.   THAT  WAS  THE  FIRST  PERSON 
WHO  SI&NEO  IN. 

A  MEMBER  FROM  THE  AUDIENCE:   (SHAKES  HEAD.) 
MR.  MAPSTONj   YOU  DON'T?   OKAY. 
A  MEMBER  FROM  THE  AUDIENCE:   (SHAKES  HEAD.) 
MR.  MAPSTON:   THEN  WE  ARE  NOW  READY  TO 
PROCEED  WITH  THE  SPEAKERS,  THE  TESTIMONY;  AND  OUR  FIRST  ONE 
IS  SHIRLEY--IS  IT  BASSFORD? 


MS .  BASSFORD: BASSFORD.       —^-^^^^^^^ 
MR.  MAPSTON:   HAPPY  TO  HAVE  YOU  HERE.   WOULD 
YOU  PLEASE  RESTATE  YOUR  NAME  FOR  THE  RECORDER. 

MS.  BASSFORD:   5HIRLEY  BASSFORD,  REPRESENTING 
THE  TOWN  ,0F  PARKER. 

MR.  HEARING  OFFICER,  I  JUST  HAVE  A  BRIEF  STATEMENT 
THAT  I  WOULD  LIKE  TO  MAKE.   THE  TOWN  OF  PARKER  APPRECIATES 
THE  WORK  THAT  HAS  GONE  INTO  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT 
STATEMENT  BY  THE  BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT  TO  DATE,  AND  WE 
ACKNOWLEDGE  IT  HAS  NOT  BEEN  AN  EASY  TASK. 

WE  CONCUR  WITH  THE  3,325  ACRES  OF  BUREAU  OF  LAND 
MANAGEMENT  LAND  BEING  CONSIDERED  FOR  TRANSFER  TO  THE  STATE 
OF  ARIZONA.   TWENTY  ACRES  OF  THIS  LAND  WILL  BE  FOR 
COMMERCIAL  AND  RESIDENTIAL  DEVELOPMENT  WITHIN  THE  PARKER 
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THE  PROPOSED  ACTION  OF  PARTIAL  WILDERNESS  IN  THE 
CACTUS  PLAINS  WILL  ALLOW  FOR  THE  DEVELOPMENT  OF  THE  ANNEX  BY 
ALLOWING  A  NEW  TEN-MILE  SECTION  OF  MAJOR  POWER  LINE  WITHIN 
THE  HALF-MILE  UTILITY  CORRIDOR. 

THE  ANTICIPATED  GREENBgLT  AREA  CONTAINING  A  GOLF 
COURSE,  EQUESTRIAN,  A  BICYCLE  TRAILS,  AND  OTHER  RECREATIONAL 
USES  WILL  ENHANCE  THE  AREA  AND  INCREASE  THE  ENJOYMENT  OF  THE 
RESIDENTS  AND  VISIT0R5  WHILE  STILL  PRESERVING  THE  BEAUTY  AND 
SOLITUDE  OF  THE  WILDERNESS  AREA. 

THE  ALTERNATIVES  OF  ALL  WILDERNESS  OR  ENHANCED 
WILDERNESS  WOULD  HAVE  SEVERELY  HAMPERED  THE  ABILITY  OF  THE 
TOWN  TO  DEVELOP  THE  AMENITIES  NECESSARY  FOR  THE  GROWTH  OF 
THE  ANNEX. 

WE  THANK  YOU  FOR  THE  CONSIDERATION  THAT  YOU  HAVE 
GIVEN  THE  ANNEX  IN  YOUR  REVIEW  STATEMENT,  AND  WE  LOOK 
FORWARD  TO  THE  TIME  WHEN  THE  ANNEX  DEVELOPMENT  IS  A  REALITY. 

THE  ANNEX  WILL  NOT  ONLY  HELP  THE  CURRENT  TOWN  OF 
PARKER,  BUT  IT  WILL  ALSO  BENEFIT  THE  ENTIRE  COUNTY  OF  LA 
PAZ. 

THANK  YOU. 

MR.    MAPSTON:       THANK    YOU    FOR    YOUR    TESTIMONY. 
MR.    HARRIS,    PLEASE. 

MR.    HARRIS:        I     GUE5S     I    WAS    MISLED.        I     THOUGHT 
THIS   WAS   A    QUESTION-AND-ANSWER    SESSION   REPRESENTING    THE 
Pllnl    ff  ■ 1    WAS    MISINFORMED    APPARENTLY - - 
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MR.  MAPSTON:   YOU'RE  MOST  WELCOME  TO  MAKE  A 
STATEMENT,  SIR,  IF  YOU  LIKE  TO. 

MR.  HARRIS:   I  HAVE  A  LOT  OF  QUESTIONS  I  WANT 
TO  ASK.   THAT'S  THE  MAIN  REASON  I  CAME . 

MR.  MAPSTON:   I  KNOW  THAT  AT  THE  END  OF  THIS, 
THE  BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT  OFFICIALS  WOULD  BE  HAPPY  TO 
INTERRELATE  WITH  YOU  EITHER  ON  ONE  ON  ONE  OR  OTHER 
DISCUSSIONS  THAT  WOULD  BE  HELPFUL  TO  ANSWER  YOUR  NEEDS. 

MR.  HARRIS:   THAT  WOULD  BE  FINE. 

MR.  MAPSTONi   0.  G.  PETERSON,  PLEASE.   PLEASE 
STATE  YOUR  NAME  FOR  THE  RECOROER. 

13 
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MR.  PETERSON!   MY  NAME  IS  DOUG  PETERSON.   I'M 
A  MEMBER  OF  THE  PARKER  AREA  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE  BOARD  OF 
DIRECTORS  AND  CHAIRMAN  OF  THE  GOVERNMENTAL  ACTIVITY 
COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  CHAMBER. 

LA  PAZ  COUNTY  CURRENTLY  HAS  FEDERAL  LANDS  AND 
WILDERNESS  REFUGE  TOTALLING  A  HUNDRED  SIXTY-ONE  THOUSAND 
PLUS  ACRES  BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT  LANDS,  INCLUDING 
RECLAMATION  WITHDRAWN  LANDS  OF  1,746,000  PLUS  ACRES;  STATE 
LANDS  OF  198,000  PLUS  ACRES;  INDIAN  RESERVATION  LANDS  OF 
299— OR  229,765  ACRES;  FEDERAL  MILITARY  RESERVE  LANDS  OF 
395,201  ACRES;  N.C.A.P.  BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION  LANDS  OF  1,063 
ACRES. 

LA  PAZ  COUNTY  TOTAL  LANDS  ARE  2,873,450  ACRES,  OF 

□ 
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FIGURE  IS  PRIOR  TO  THE  WATER-FARM  PURCHASES. 

OUR  FIVE  PERCENT  PRIVATE  LANDS  IN  THIS  COUNTY  IS 
HARDLY  STREWN  FROM  WATER  FARMS  BELOW  THE  FIVE  PERCENT  MARK. 

LA  PAZ  COUNTY  CAN  ILL-AFFORD  ADDITIONAL  LANDS 
BEING  PLACED  IN  WILDERNESS,  FOREVER  REMOVED  FROM  ANY 
POSSIBILITY  OF  FUTURE  DEVELOPMENT. 

WE  QUESTION  THE  MANY  OF  THE  AREAS  SELECTED  AS  ARE 
BEING  PRISTINE  AND  WITHIN  THE  INTENT  OF  CONGRESS.   WE 
QUESTION  THE  CURRENT  TREND  TO  PLACE  THE  AREAS  IN  WILDERNESS 
THAT  DO  NOT  MEET  THE  ROADLESS  CRITERIA. 

MANY  OF  THESE  LANDS  WOULD  BE  SO  REMOTE  AS  TO 
FOREVER  ELIMINATE  PEOPLE  FROM  EVEN  WALKING  INTO  THESE  AREAS, 
ESPECIALLY  IN  THE  SUMMER. 

WE'RE  IN  SUPPORT  OF  THAT  PORTION  OF  THE  CACTUS 
PLAIN  PROPOSAL  WHICH  REMOVES  THE  AREAS  OF  THE  TOWN  OF  PARKER 
IN  THEIR  PLANNING  STAGES  FOR  ANNEXATIONS. 

THE  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE  PLANS  TO  MAKE  FURTHER 
COMMENTS  IN  WRITING  PRIOR  TO  THE  NOVEMBER  20  DEADLINE. 
THANK  YOU. 

MR.  MAPSTON:   THANK  YOU,  MR.  PETERSON. 
WE  HAVE  ONE  OTHER  PERSON  HERE,  DID  NOT  INDICATE 
WHETHER  HE  WISHED  TO  MAKE  A  STATEMENT  AT  TONIGHT'S  HEARING. 
IS  IT  MR.  JONES;  HARRY  JONES? 

MR.  JONES:   NO,  I  DON'T  WANT  TO  MAKE  NO 
-STATEMENT-^ — 
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MR.  MAPSTONi   THANK  YOU.   I'D  LIKE  TO  CALL 
UPON  NETA  BOWMAN  NOW,  PLEASE. 

MS.  BOWMAN:   NETA  BOWMAN,  REPRESENTING  LA  PAZ 
COUNTY.   LA  PAZ  COUNTY  HAS  REVIEWED  THE  DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL 
STATEMENT.   THE  COUNTY  DOES  NOT  WISH  TO  COMMENT  TONIGHT  ON 
THE  DRAFT. 

HOWEVER,  YOU  WILL  RECEIVE  WRITTEN  COMMENTS  PRIOR 
TO  THE  NOVEMBER  CUTOFF  DATE,  AND  THOSE  COMMENTS  WILL  ALSO  BE 
SUPPLIED  TO  THE  MEDIA. 

MR.  MAPSTONi   THANK  YOU  VERY  MUCH. 
WE  HAD  TWO  ON  HERE  WITH  QUESTION  MARKS.   AGAIN,  WE 
WANT  TO  BE  FAIR  AND  GIVE  YOU  THE  OPPORTUNITY  TO  PROVIDE 
INPUT  INTO  THIS  PROCEEDINGS  IF  YOU  WOULD  LIKE  TO.   M.  M. 
MCGEE  OF  PARKER. 

MR.  MCGEE:   I'LL  MAKE  A  WRITTEN  COMMENTS. 
MR.  MAPSTONi   THANK  YOU,  SIR.   AND  JOHN  R. 


WOODY. 


MR.  WOODY!   RIGHT  HERE.   I'LL  PASS. 
MR.  MAPSTONI   THANK  YOU. 
WE'RE  THEN  READY  TO  CALL  ON  MR.  BUSBY.   15  THAT 


CORRECT? 


MR.    BUSBY:       MY    NAME    IS    LARRY   BUSBY.       I 
REPRESENT    NO   PARTICULAR    ORGANIZATION,    UNLESS    IT    WOULD   BE 
MINERS    ON    THE    AREA. 
Tu   thf   whtppi  p    ha"MTMm    ftpt"1    r'hl  Tyc-rnnfift    ennM 


Associated  Reporting  of  Mohave  County 


THE  CALIFORNIA  SIDE,  THERE  ARE  SEVERAL  CLAIMS,  AND  I'M  SURE 
THAT  THERE  ARE  OTHER  CLAIMS  OF  THIS  TYPE  IN  THE  WILDERNESS 
STUDY  AREA  THAT  HAVE  A — SET  OUT  TO  BE  HIGH  IN  GOLD  AND 
SILVER;  ME,  MANY— ALMOST  TWO  OUNCES  PER  TON  OF  GOLD  AND 
SOMETIMES  AN  OUNCE  OF  SILVER.   MANY  EXISTING  CLAIMS  IS  WHAT 
I 'M  TALKING  ABOUT. 

THESE  MINERS  THAT  HAVE  THESE  CLAIMS  AND  HAVE 
COMPLIED  FOR  AN  UNDETERMINED  AMOUNT  OF  TIME  WITH  B.L.M.  TO 
KEEP  THE  CLAIMS  ACTIVE  AND  LEGAL,  IT  WOULD  SEEM  TO  ME,  HAVE 
A  RIGHT  TO  THE  POSSIBILITY  OF  THE  MINERALS,  PRICES  GOING  UP, 
WHERE  THESE  CLAIMS  WOULD  BE  VALUABLE  AND  CAN  BE  PROFITABLE 
IN  THE  FUTURE. 

I  THINK  THAT  MORE  STUDIES  SHOULD  BE  DONE 
CONCERNING  THESE  CLAIMS,  POSSIBLY  SETTING  UP  CRITERIA  TO 
WHERE  IF  A  CERTAIN  CLAIM  DOES  MEET  UP  TO  A  CERTAIN  WORTH  OR 
VALUE,  THEN  THAT  CLAIM  IS  PRESERVED  FOR  THE  MINER,  AND  IT 
WOULD  BE  KEPT  FROM  THE  WILDERNESS  AREA  WHERE  IT  COULD  BE 
WORKED  AND  UTILIZED  IN  THE  FUTURE. 

THANK  YOU. 


MR.  MAPSTON:   THANK  YOU,  MR.  BUSBY. 
15  THERE  ANYONE  ELSE  IN  THE  ROOM  WHO  HAS  NOT 
SIGNED  UP,  BUT  WOULD  LIKE  TO  MAKE  COMMENTS7 
(NO.  RESPONSE.) 

MR.  MAPSTON:   AS  DISTRICT  MANAGER,  ARE  YOU 
J.HEN  g&APY  TO  CLOSE  THE  HEARING? 
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recommendations  that  have  been  made  previously  In  other 
districts  in  the  state. 

However,  .I'd  also  like  to  make  a  few  comments 
on  a  few  areas  that  1  think  you  didn't  really  recommend 
enough.   The  first  one  I'd  like  to  address  is  Cactus  Plain. 
In  my  view.  I  think  the  very  least  that  should  be 
recommended  la  enhanced  version.   Some  of  the  most  prime 
vegetation  is  in  that  western  portion  that  has  not  been 
recommended,  particularly  in  that  central  core  area, 
although  both  the  northern  and  the  southern,  southwest 
ends,  also  have  a  lot  of  real  nice  habitat  In  then. 

I've  talked  with  several  naturalists  and 
they've  said  there  are  several  rare  cactus  In  those  areas. 

Another  area  Is  Swansea.  I'd  like  to  thank 
you  for  recommending  the  riparian  area  along  the  Bill 
Viillams  River,  but  that's  not  really  what,  the  riparian 
area  Is  real  nice,  but  what  is,  what  would  be  even  nicer 
would  be  able  to  preserve  the  riparian  and  the  desert 
habitat  so  you  would  have  an  entire  spectrum  from  desert 
all  the  way  down  into  a  wet  riparian  area. 

The  Trlgo  Mountains,  splitting  the  unit  up 
into  two  separate  units  really  makes  no  sense,  especially 
when  the  corridor  proposed  is  not  a  road.  It's  actually  a 
wash;  Increases  the  problem  of  vehicular  trespass  into  the 
Imperial  national  Vildlife  refuge  area  that  has  been 
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HE. 


MS.  EHGDAHL;   Procedurally,  when  I  call  your 
name.  I  will  ask  you  to  eome  forward  to  the  stand,  state 
your  name,  if  you  have  one  of  the  names  something  like 
mine,  it  le  complex  to  spell,  it  would  be  a  kindness  to  ou 
reporter  if  you  would  also  spell  your  name,  and  present 
your  statement. 

If  you  have  a  written  copy  of  your  statement, 
it  would  also  be  a  kindness  if  you  would  leave  it  with  our 
reporter,  so  that  she  can  get  it  accurately. 

We  will  be  timing  the  statements.   At  the  tin* 
that  you  have  nine  minutes  left,  I  will  attempt  to,  or  one 
minute  left,  I  will  attempt  to  Indicate  that  there  is  one 
minute  remaining.   And  when  we  get  to  ten  minutes,  I  will 
ask  you  to  conclude  your  statement.   But  the  statement  can 
be  presented  for  the  record  and  will  remain  in  the  record 
as  if  it  were  completed  orally. 

Are  there  at  this  time  in  the  room  elected 
public  officials  who  would  like  to  make  a  statement? 

Ve  will  then  proceed  down  the  list  in  the 
order  in  which  you  signed  in  and  suggested  you  wonted  to 
_makg_ft_atqteipent,   The  first  name  Is  Mat  Mctfenle. 

MR.  MCVENIB:   It's  Mat  McVenie.   I'm  from 
Phoenix,  Arizona.   First  of  all  I'd  Just  like  to  commend 
the  BLM  for  the  recommendation©.   I  think  thi3  is  a  big 
Improvement  over  the  original  recommendations,  and  the 


proposed  for  wilderness. 

South  Trlgo  Area,  it's  much  like  Swansea,  yet 
not  any  of  it  has  been  recommended.  I  feel  that  all  of  it 
should  be  recommended.   There's  really  no  reason  why  it 
should  not  be.   Chance.  It's  a  chance  to  preserve  habitat 
all  the  way  from  one  of  the  driest  deserts  In  the  world, 
all  the  way  down  to  «  real  wet  riparian  area. 

Mohave  Vash,  you've  taken  an  area  over  a 
hundred  thousand  acres,  I  think  it1 n  the  second  biggest  in 
the  state,  and  you' ve  chopped  it  up  into  three  separate 
areas,  totaling  only  a  little  more  than  half  of  the 
potential.    It's  one  of  the  prime  areas  in  the  state,  the 
chance  to  preserve  a  large  chunk  of  undeveloped  lands,  an 
area  that  truly  does  meet  the  criteria  far  wilderness. 

I ' ve  also  noticed  that  a  lot  of  boundaries, 
your  recommended  boundaries,  have  been  drawn  to  reflect, 
not  to  reflect,  the  topography  of  existing  man-made 
boundaries,  but  you've  used  straight  line  political 
boundaries  with  little  thought  or  attempt  made  at 
protecting  the  recommended  area  from  outside  sites,  sounds 
and  potential  intrusions. 

It  seems  to  me  like  It  would  be  a  lot  easier, 
a  lot  more  manageable,  to,  rather  than  draw  the  straight 
1 ine  boundary  which  people  would  have  a  hard  time 
understanding,  It  would  be  much  better  to  take  it  down  a 
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ridge  line  or  take  It  down  a  wash,  something  like  that. 
A  lot  of  these  areas  or  portions  of  these 
areas  have  not  been  recommended  because  of  supposedly 
mineral  potential.   Just  from  looking  at  the  current  state 
at    mining  in  the  state.  I  mean,  you  con  look  at  just  about 
any  mountainous  region  in  the  state  and  it's  going  to  have 
at  least  moderate  mineral  potential  in  most  cases.   I  don't 
recall  that  that's  a  criteria  lor  excluding  on  area  from 
wilderness. 

It's— 1  feel  that  the  valued  of  wilderness  are 
far  and  away  much,  much  more  what  Arizona  should  be  looking 
to  for  its  future.  Arizona's  future  Is  not  in  the  mines; 
it's  In.  it's  in  the  urban  areas  of  the  state,  And  we  need 
to  look,  be  looking  for  places  that  people  can  go  to  escape 
the  aity. 

I'd  also  like  to  know  what  Impact,  the  BLH  has 
looked  Into  what  impact  on  Big  Horn  numbers  will  occur  by 
fragmenting  them  into  small,  isolated  pockets  while 
allowing  those  areas  not  recommended  to  be  developed  in 

One  other  thing:   Lastly.  I'd  like  to  urge  the 
BLH  to  try  and  trade  out  as  much  state  and  subsurface 
mineral  rights,  as  much  state  land  and  subsurface  mineral 
rights  as  possible. 

1  think  that's  one  of  the  real  big  sticking 


mi— 


points  in  a  lot  of  these  areas  and  1— the  BLH  has  done  a 
real  good  job  in  a  lot  of  the  other  areas  in  the  state,  but 
1  really  think  that  we  really  need  to  start  trying  to  work 
out  some  type  of  deal  where  you  can  trade  out  the 
subsurface. 

Thank  you. 

MR.  EKGDAHL:   Thank  ycu.  Mr-  HeVenie. 

The  next  name  1  have  that  suggests  a  speech  Is 


MR.  BEHGSON:  Good  evening.  My  name  1©  Stu 
Bengson.  I'm  from  Tucson.  Arizona.  I  guess  I'm  really 
here  tonight  to  represent  a  lot  of  different  groups. 

But.  one  of  the  things,  rather  than  take  up  a 
lot  of  your  time  in  a  lot  of  specifics  on  the  various 
different  units,  1  Just  want  to  do  bring  out  a  few  little 
points. 

One  of  the  main  points  that  1  find  most 
lacking  in  this  EiS  as  well  as  other  EIS's  by  the  Bureau 
and  other  agencies  have  had  in  federal  government  that  kind 
of  galls  me  as  a  professional  land  manager  myself  is  the 
fact  that  at  least  you  hint  that  if  the  areas  are  not 
designated  wilderness,  that  those  wild  and  scenic  resource 
values  will  be  lost,  when  it's  just  the  contrary. 

Vith  the  present  raanageroental  authority  and 
designotion  that  the  BLM  and  other  agencies  have,  you 
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can  protect  those  resource  values 
without  the  wilderness. 

There's  a  few  other 
I  had  in  here-  1  wonder  about  tb 
areas  that  ore,  say.  of  loss  than 


as  well,  you  know. 

naccuracies  and  qui 
manageability  of  i 
a  thousand  acres  o: 


and.  in  par 
state  inhol 


-,  an  assessed  area  that  has  private  or 
:her  surface  or  subsurface  lnholes- 
1  know  that  it's  a  sticky  wicket  to  try  and 
exchange  those  out.  particularly  when  we're  dealing  with 
private  enterprises  that  own  the  subsurface  or  the  surface 
properties-   Hobody  is  going  to  want  to  trade  out  their 
gold  mine  for  a  piece  of  land  out  in  the  middle  of  the 
desert. 

That  brings  up  the  point,  too.  of  the  mineral 
assessments  in  these  areas.   By  your  own  findings  here  most 
of  these  areas  have  high  mineral  potentials.   Many  Df  them 
have  existing  valid  and  patented  mining  claims.   Sd  I 
question  how  you're  going  to  manage  an  area  for  wilderness 
when  you've  got  five  or  six  operating  mines  within  that 
wilderness  area. 

There's  also  the  question  of  vehicular 
recreational  use.   By  your  own  estimations  you  say  that 
most  of  the  recreation  use  of  these  areas  today  Is 
vehicular-oriented,  and  yet  you're  closing  mile  after  mile 
of  what  I  would  consider  prime  recreate 


al  vehicle  trails. 


nn. 


Let  me  find  some  here: 

In  the  Grossman  Peak  there  will  be  seven  miles 
of  recreational  vehicLe  ways  closed.  These  closures,  it's 
after  all.  in  recreational  vehicle  use,  it's  not  the  acres 
of  open  orea  that  are  the  most  important;  it's  the  miles  of 
trails. 

Because,  most  recreational  users  don't  want  to 
get  off  the  trail  and  tear  up  the  countryside,  contrary  to 
the  media  hype.  As  a  longstanding  member  of  the  four-wheel 
drive  groups  here  In  the  state  and  around  the  country.  I 
can  attest  to  the  fact  that  most  of  the  users  want  to  stay 
on  trails- 

So,  If  you  close  the  trails,  they're  losing 
out.   I  don't  see  how  you're  going  to  increase  recreational 
use  of  these  desert  areas  by  closing  -rehlcular  access. 

You  speak  of  several  mines  In  many  of  the  VSAs 
being  considered  for  wilderness.   iou  have  a  lot  of 
Inholdings  of  private  and  state  subsurface  and  surfaoe 
rights-   You  know,  it  Just  seems  to  me  like  you  haven't 
given  enough  consideration  to  these  in  your  management 
scheme  of  things. 

And  I'll  Just  end  It  there,   Thank  you. 
HS.  EKGDAHL;   Thank  you.  Kr.  Bengson. 
Our  next  person  wishing  to  speak  is  George 
Byers-  , 
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MR.  BYERS:   Thank  you,  Mr.  Engdahl.    I'm 
George  Byers.   I  represent  Santa  Fe  Pacific  Minerals 
Corporation,  and  one  of  its  subsidiaries,  the  Santa  Fe 
Pacific  Riparian  Company,  which  despite  its  name  Is  not  a 
riparian,  but  Is  a  land  and  mineral  management  company, 

And  it  may  come  as  a  surprise  to  many  people 
who  wont  through  this  EIS  in  detail,  but  our  company  owns 
113,(53®  acres  of  mineral  interests  In  five  Of  the  VSAs: 
Gibraltar  Mountain,  Planet  Peak.  Swansea,  Mohave  Vash  and 
Grossman  Peak.   And  no  where  In  the  draft  EIS  Is  tha 
presence  of  our  113,808  acres  of  minerals  indicated, 

I  have;  submitted  with  ray  testimony  a  set  of 
mops  and  a  listing  of  those  VSAs  and  the  acreages  therein, 
as  well  as  excerpts  from  two  general  accounting  office 
reports,  one  In  1965,  one  in  June  of  this  year,  which  speak 
and  address  in  great  detail  the  manageability  problems 
which  private  mineral  interests  create  for  wilderness. 
And  it's  a  surprise  to  mc  why  this  wasn't 
mentioned,  because  we' ve  communicated  over  and  over  again 
with  the  Yuraa  District.   Your  master  title  plats  in  Yuma 
and  in  your  public  room  here  indicate  our  ownership,  the 
courthouse  records  indicate  our  ownership,  your  Yuma  F.MP  in 
1935  indicates  our  ownership, 

I've  given  maps  and  what  hove  you,  GO  there 
should  be  no  question  that  we  do  own  the  lands  there, 
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In  the  general  accounting  office  report  dated 
June,  1987,  and  entitled  "Non-federal  Land  and  Mineral 
Rights  Could  Impact  Future  Wilderness  Areas,"  the  general 
accounting  office  Identified  the  manageability  problem,  as 
did  the  U.S.  District  Court  In  the  decision  which  Darwin 
cited  a  few  minutes  ago  in  19S5.  and  the  GAO  recommended 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  direct  SLK  to  provide 
the  Congress  with  the  available  analyses  regarding  such 
non-federal  lands  and  mineral  rights  for  any  wilderness 
legislative  proposals  being  considered  by  the  Congress. 

"We  also  recommend  that  the  secretary  require 
the  Director  of  the  BLM  to  ensure  that  all  data  are  fully 
developed  and  included  in  the  final  wilderness  study 
reports  and  other  analyses  supporting  wilderness 
recommendations."   That  was  the  GAD' s  recommendation. 
And  on  June  9th,  198?  from  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Interior,  the  department  replied  that,  "The 
magnitude  of  the  acreages  Involved  do  frequently  pose 
management  problems  for  the  BLM.   The  department  agrees 
with  the  f  lndlngs  and  recommendations  contained  in  your 
report  and  will  implement  the  specific  recommendations  you 
have  made . " 

And,  again,  we're  very  surprised,  given  all 
this,  that  none  of  this  was  even  addressed.  In  fact,  the 
only  mention  of  our  company  was  in  the  back  of  the  draft 
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copy  of  the 


EIS  where  we  were  among  those  that  rece 
draft. 

We  have  history  of  exchanges  between  our 
company  and  the  federal  government,   The  government  itself 
in  general,  in  addition  to  the  GAO  and  In  addition  to  the 
District  Court  in  California,  have  recognized  the 
manageability  problems  for  the  best  part  of  this  century, 

Since  the  early,  around  1983,  1  think  we  began 
the  first  of  a  series  of  exchanges  here  in  Arizona,  which 
have  Involved  now  over  a  million  acres,  in  setting  aside 
the  Petrified  Forest  and  the  Grand  Canyon  portion,  the 
Coconino  National  Forest,  the  Havasu  National  Wildlife 
Refuge. 

Ve  engaged  in  exchanges  in  1929  in  New  Mexico 
which  created  HI  Malpals  National  Monument.  Earlier  this 
year  we  finished  a  five  thousand  acres  exchange,  it's  now 
known  as  Chaco  Culture  National  Historic  Park. 

We  expect  by  the  end  of  this  month  tq  have  a 
Bill,  it's  passad  the  House,  it's  Just  awaiting  for  action 
by  the  Senate,  on  the  El  Malpals  National  Monument  and 
Vllderness  in  Hew  Mexico;  we've  negotiated  an  exchange  with 
the  BLM  for  fifteen  thousand  acres  of  mineral  interest 
exchanges  into  federal  minerals  of  similar  resource 
character  and  equal  mineral  potential. 

We've  exchanged  in  the  Trinity  Alps  in 
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California  with  the  Forest  Service  and  the  Coachella  Valley 
by  Palm  Springs  with  the  BLM,  and  in  several  of  the  WSAs  in 
the  East  Mohave  scenic  area,  Kelso  Dunes,  Granite 
Mountains,  all  with  the  BLM,  all  because  the  BLM  recognised 
the  manageability  problems  which  our  mineral  interests 
create  for  wilderness,  and  which  they,  which  wilderness, 
In  turn  creates  for  us. 

We  have  tried  to  exchange  twice  here  in 
Arizona  for  several  of  the  WSAs  which  BLM  had  Identified. 
So  far  we  haven ' t  had  any  success . 

In  April  of  this  year  the  Arizona 
congressional  delegation  sent  a  letter  around  to  interested 
parties  asking  for  comments  and  recommendations  regarding  a 
Bill  that  they  were  preparing.   We  understand  now  that 
there  may  be  a  draft  Bill.   And  we  responded  with  regard  to 
the  manageability  problems  for  wilderness  posed  by  our 
mineral  estates. 

The  District  Court  and  the  GAO  concluded  that 
the  identification  of  this  problem  is  absolutely  necessary 
and  should  be  contained  in  all  documents,  so  that  when  the 
time  comes  that  Congress  can  make,  after  informed 
deliberations,  can  make  an  informed  decision  regarding 
suitability  and  regarding  whether  these  lands  qualify  as 
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1 

draft  EIS  on  our  lands  and  on  the  manageability  problems 

i 

2 

But  the  directives  seem  to  be  a  little  bit  out 
of  line  In  that  they  were  comparing  big  horn  sheep  to  the 

2 

they  pose,  we  propose  the  foil owing  items  should  be  added 

3 

mineral  resources  in  their  juxtaposition,  and  the  big  horn 

3 

to  the  draft  EIS? 

4 

sheep  won. 

4 

A  detailed  analysis,  first,  of  elther 

5 

I  have  personal  knowledge,  being  a  geologist 

5 

acquiring,  an    the  one  hand,  or  not  acquiring,  on  the  other i 

6 

and  a  geological  engineer,  I  hove  traversed  the  state  from 

6 

7 

Of  our  minerals  estates. 

If  the  analysis  Is  of  acquiring  our  lands, 

7 
8 

Baja,  California,  on  through  Arizona,  California  and  Nevada 
and  I  have  knowledge  of  extensive  mineral  resources  that 

8 

then  there  should  be  a  very  detai led  analysis  of  exactly 

9 

have  been  unavailable  for  exploitation  due  to  the  economics 

9 

how  the  mechanics  of  that  exchange  are  going  to  be 

10 

of  gold. 

10 

accomplished,  where  are  the  federal  mineral  estates  In 

11 

And  1  know  that  these  things  were  brought  up, 

11 

Arizona  or  elsewhere  that  would  be  identified  for  exchange, 

4:: 

but  someone  in  judging  the  criteria  being  acceptable  or 

312 
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the  federal  mineral  estates  of  similar  potential  and 

unacceptable  had  said  that  these  were  either  immaterial  or 

Similar  geology,  where  are  they,  how  much  are  available  for 

14 

weren't  enough  to  be  suitable  for  mineral  resources. 

14 

exchange. 

IS 

The  criteria,  I  believe  it  was  established, 

15 

They  should  assess,  if  they  don't  acquire 

16 

was  established  before  we  had  the  economic  boom  in  gold  and 

16 

lands,  what  are  going  to  be  the  impact,  upon  wilderness  of 

17 

strategic  minerals  that  we  do  have  at  this  present  time. 

17 

allowing  our  lands  to  remain  in  there  with  all  of  the 

15 

We  now  have  three  new  mines  opening  up  in  the  California 

18 

rights  that  we  have  recorded  in  the  deeds  to  which  BLM 

19 

site  which  are  very  close  to  proposed  wilderness  study 

19 

holds  on  the  surface  regarding  access  to  those  lands, 

20 

areas. 

20 

development  rights  to  then. 

21 

And  we  could  possibly  have  some  more  in  the 

21 

You  should  assess  the  impact  of  wilderness 

22 

Cactus  Plains,  which  opens  up  quadangle,  not  a  quadangle 

22 

designation  on  the  mineral  potential  of  our  lands  and  you 

23 

but  a  triangle,  with  other  minerals,   There  are  more 

23 

should  assess  the  mineral  potential  of  our  lands  as  has 

24 

Indicative  sites  available  along  the  Colorado  Kiver, 

24 

been  done  for  the  federal  lands  that  are  included  in  the 

25 

especially  for  gold  and  strategic  minerals. 

25 

VSAs. 

2"1 

mi_-.. 

f 

The  draft  should  also  include  an  assessment  of 

1 

However,  the  availability  of  information  or 

2 

the  inner-relationships  between  any  exchanges  necessary 

2 

the  preponderance  of  Information  was  either  not  furnished, 

3 

from  this  draft  EIS  with  the  upper  Sonoran  draft 

3 

not  recognized,  or  not  used,    It's  my  stand  and  my  firm 

4 

recommendations  and  any  exchanges  necessary  there,  and  the 

4 

belief  that  the  BLM  should  stick  to  the  original  policy 

5 

additional  draft  EIS  which  is  coming  out  on  Mohave  North, 

5 

that  the  BLM  was,  had  been  going  by,  and  that  policy  was  to 

7 

or  whatever  it's  going  to  be  called,  which  includes  land 
south  Of  the  Grand  Canyon  and  north  of  1-48. 

6 
7 

manage  the  resources  for  the  benefit  of  everything,  rather 
than  strictly  by  wiping   out  all  of  the  benefits  of 

8 

So,  an  assessment  of  just  how  you're  going  to 

8 

multiple  use  by  making  it  a  wilderness  area. 

3  ' 

*J  10 

do  this  exchange,  if  you' re  going  to  da  them,  an  assessment 

9 

We  can  still  have  the  protection  authorized 

of  the  manogeabll ity  problems,  the  location  of  the  lederal 

1® 

under  the  multiple  use  plan  that  they  have,  but  the 

u 

lands,  an  assessment  of  the  acreages  involved  that  we  nwn. 

11 

multiple  use  plan,  if  it's  struck  down  and  they  put  in  a 

12 

and  the  development  potential  of  our  lands. 

< 

wilderness  area  In  this  designated  sites,  then  they  no 

13 

We  believe  this  is  required  by  Section  633  of 

longer  have  the  option  of  using  a  multiple  use  plan. 

14 

FLPMA  and  by  NEPA,  oa  a  result  of  the  findings  by  0A0  and 

14 

It's  not  the  BLM  that  made  these  criteria: 

IS 

the  court  decision.   Ve' ve  pledged  to  be  construct  ive  and 

15 

it's  the  people  that  had  written  the  law  that  the  BLM  must 

16 

to  help  in  the  past,  we've  done  it  in  other  states  and 

16 

moke  these  choices,   And  people  that — I've  been  to  the 

17 

we'd  be  very  happy  to  do  it  here. 

17 

meetings  from  Havosu,  Blythe,  Parker,  they  all  showed  up 

IS 

Thanh  you. 

IS 

with  uninformed  and  un- ,  well,  no  background  for  their 

19 

ML  ENGDAHL:   Thank  vou,  Mr.  Byers, 

19 

arguments  as  to  why  they  didn't  want  it,   They  ware  irate 

2® 

The  next  name  I  have  is  James  Youell , 

20 

or  they  didn't  understand  or  they  dldn1 t  have  tine  to 

21 

MR.  YOUELL:   Hello  there.    I'm  a  member  Of  BLK 

21 

review  the  impact  statement  or  the  background  behind  the 

33 

■  23 

advisory  council  in  Yuma  District  and  for  nonrenewable 

22 

impact  statement. 

resources.   And  the  information  on  the  impact  statement  has 

23 

So,  if  you  do  have  obj  ect ions,  then  you  should 

24 

been  circulated  and  it  appears  to  the  best  of  my  .1  udgment 

24 

have  or  get  together  and  write  some  letters  informing. 

25 

that  they  tried  to  follow  exactly  what  the  directives  were- 

22 

2fl 

Don't  pick  on  the  poor  fellows  here:  they  had  on  awful  time 

24 

D00__ 
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1 

in  Hovasu  City:  it  wasn't  really,  it  isn't  their  fault- 

1 

that  I  want  to  go  lor  as  much  wilderness  area  as  possible 

2 

They' re  doing  what  they  were  required  to  do. 

2 

and  I  want  to  urge  you  to  put  the  real  economic  picture  of 

< 

And,  so,  it's  up  to  the  people  that  don't  show 

3 

Artaona  and  use  it  as  it  exists  today,  not  like  it  existed 

up  at  the  meetings  to  make  their  needs  known. 

4 

in  1919,  '39,  as  so  many  people  want  to  keep  pushing- 

5 

That's  all  I  hove  to  say- 

5 

And  managementabi 11 ty  problems,  we' re  always 

6 

KR.  EHGDAHL :   Thanks.  Hr .  Youell . 

6 

going  to  have  them.   Our  governments  are  never  going  to 

7 

The  next  name  I  nave  is  Carolina  Butler. 

7 

have  enough  money  to  manage  problems  properly.   That's  no 
excuse,  though,  to  let  these  wilderness  areas  Just  slip  out 

8 

MS.  BUTLER:   My  name  is  Carolina  Butler.   1 

9 

live  In  ScottsdalO,  Arizona.    1  was  barn  in  Phoenix. 

9 

of  our  fingers, 

» 

Arizona.    1' am  always  happy  to  attend  these  wilderness 

10 

As  for  the  riparian,  the  only  comments  I'd 

11 

hearings  when  I  can  to  tell  the  government  that  [  an  in 

11 

like  to  say  about  riparians  is  what  we  are  all  familiar,  of 

13 

favor  of  having  as  much  wilderness  acres  as  possible, 

512 
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the  tremendous  amount  of  acreage  that  the  federal 

13 

The  «c-=.5„  -hich  1.  «„tln„.d  h.r.  t„„t8ht  i. 

government,  In  other  words  the  people  of  the  United  States, 

14 

not  a  very  big  amount.   And  1  want  to  go  on  record  as  being 

14 

gave  to  the  riparians,  you  know,  a  hundred  years  ago.  And  I 

IS 

in  favor  of  all  the  three  hundred  some  odd  thousand  acres, 

IS 

can' t  understand  the  riparians  coming  In  here  today  and 

1& 

5 i? 

a  thousand  some  odd  acres  is  not  very  much. 

16 

crying  about  anything. 

Our  population  In  Arizona  is  growing,  it  is 

17 

So,  with  that  I  will  close.   But  I'm  In  favor 

15 

not  shrinking.   As  the  populot  ton  grows,  we  need  more 

ie 

of  as  much  wilderness  areas  as  possible.   And  I  will  be 

19 

MUaraM  ««•,  not  1,.., 

19 

sending  you  the  annual  economic  statistics  picture  that  is 

20 

One  of  the  things  that  1  will  send  you  through 

20 

put  out  annually  by  the  Arizona  State  University  Business 

21 

the  mall  very  quickly  Is  an  Arizona  State  University  report 

21       ! 

Research  Department. 

32 

which  is  issued  by  the  Department  of  Business  Research  out 

22 

Thank  you  very  much  for  this  opportunity  to 

33 

of  ASU  here  in  Tempe.   It  gives  you  the  breakdown  of 

23 

testify, 

24 

Arlsona' s  economic  structure  today. 

24 

KB.  ENGDAHL:   Thank  you,  Mrs.  Butler,  and  I 

25 

I  real ize  that  the  youth,  the  pol It  leal  youth 

25 

im ^ , 

35 

suggest  that  you  pick  up  a  copy  of  this  document  which  will 

27 

1 

of  the  old  tine  industries  In  Arizona,  llKe  mining,  cattle, 

1 

have  the  proper  address  for  mailing- 

2 

agriculture,  are'stlll  very  strong-   But,  actually,  in 

R2 

HS-  BUTLER:   Thank  you. 

3 

terms  of  what  each  of  those  industries,  old-time 

0   3 

HR,  EHGDAHL:   The  next  name  I  have  is  Filomena 

4 

5 

industries,  contributes  to  the  personal  income  of  the  state 
is  very  little;  It's  insignificant. 

4 

DuranHo. 

5 

HS.  DURAHGO:   My  name  is  Filomena  Durango- 

6 

And  no  today  Arizona' s  economic  pic tore  is 

6 

1 t ' s  my  first  time  here,  so  I  really  didn' t  understand  what 

7 

much  different  than  what  it  was.    In  the  future  we1 re  going 

7 

you  guys  were  talking  about. 

8 

to  have  a  more  intensive  need  for  recreation,  for 

B 

But,  the  only  thing,  1  want  to  thank  you,  for 

9 

wilderness  areas,  and  we  should  face  the  future  and  provide 

9 

once  they're  trying  to  fit  parking  lot  for  Slight  Rock,  it 

18 

more  wilderness  areas  for  the  greater  numbers  which  are 

10 

was  needed  a  lot,  because  we  have  more  people  from  out  of 

11 

coming. 

11 

state  in  Arizona  to  come  to  the  area. 

5: 

Ve  have  seen  the  examples  of  right  here  in 

12 

And  that's  one  thing  i  would  like  to,  1  don't 

Phoenix  the  tremendous  efforts  that  the  citizens  have  done 

13 

know,  something  didn't  click  me  right  now  on  Sedona  and  the 

14 

to  keep,  to  set  up  and  keep  the  mountain  preserve.   These 

14 

legal  strengths  which  you  have,  like  Cash  Springs.   Years 

15 

are  citizens  fighting  on  their  own  to  have  a  little  bit  ol 

65 

w  16 

bock  they  used  to  have  a  troll  where  old  people  could  just 

16 

„ild.r„.... 

walk  and  they  have,  they  used  to  have  things  that  would 

17 

And  that  is  because  of  this  great  population 

17 

name  trees,  you  know,  the  little  metal  things,  and  they 

IS 

that  we  have  here  in  Phoenix.   The  papulation,  however. 

18 

don't  have  them  no  more  like  they  used  to.   There's  hardly 

19 

also  spills  out  into  the,  all  areas,  every  corner  of 

19 

no  trails,  no  nothing. 

20 

Arizona.   The  Arizona  that  I  knew  when  I  grew  up,  my 

2* 

Because  there' s  a  lot  of  senior  citizens  like 

21 

children,  my  grandchl ldren  wi 11  never  ever  see  again.   So, 

21 

to  take  a  walk  for  exercise.   It  would  be  nice  for  them  to 

22 

wilderness  becomes  more  precious. 

33 

have  more  trails  like  that  in  other  streams  where  they 

23 

So,  I  have  not  read  the  EIS,  but  I  did  want  to 

23 

could  go,  even  for  the  young  kids  of  today  to  learn  more 

24 

come  here  tonight  as  a  housewife,  a  mother,  a  native 

34 

about  forests  and  all  that.   They  should  start  putting  back 

25 

Ar lzonan,  to  express  my  wishes  to  my  government  and  say 

26 

25 

those  little  matals  there  and  name,  bush,  trees.   So  a  lot 

28 
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of  kids  don't  even  know  what  it  is  or  anything.   vou  k 
it  would  be  nice  to  put  it  bock  in  there  like  they  use 

That's  all.   1  really  don't  know  what  to 
That' s  the  only  thing  that  caroe  to  my  mind. 

MR.  ENGDAHL:   Thank  you  very   much, 

The  next  name  I  have  is  Stephen  Williams. 


UK.  VILLIAMS:   Mr.  Engdahl ,  Kr,  Snell.  my 
name  la  Stephen  Villlams.    I'm  the  legislative  Chairman  for 
the  Arizona  Desert  Big  Horn  Sheep  Society.   The  society  is 
very   interested  in  the  impact  of  wilderness  in  southwestern 
Arizona. 

Southwestern  Arizona  is  home  to  the  majestic 
desert  big  horn  sheep,  the  primary  interest  of  our  society. 
The  three  things  that  the  society  tries  to  accomplish  is 
water  hole  construction,  desert  big  horn  sheep  transplants 
and  public  education  on  behalf  of  big  horn  conservation. 

I  am  very  glad  to  see  that  the  BLM  recognized 
the  uniqueness  of  the  animal  by  gracing  its  EIS  caver  with 
the  pencil  and  Ink  of  the  big  horn  sheep. 

I  will  be  submitting  a  letter  for  the  record 
at  a  later  date  with  specifics  on  each  proposed  VSA.   But  1 
would  like  to  make  a  few  general  comments  about  the 
wildlife  management  actions  that  are  found  on  Page  13  and 
14. 

Ve've  commented  on  wilderness  EISs  in  the 
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past,  primarily  in  the  Safford  and  Arizona  strip  districts, 
and  what  I  see  here  under  the  wildlife  actions  are  very 
similar  to  the  other  documents.   There  aren't  really  any 
surprises. 

I  mentioned  that  water  hole  development  is  one 
of  the  tenets  that  the  society  holds  very  dearly.   And  we 
feel  that  the  listing  of  these  actions  will  enable  us  to 
continue  our  water  hole  construction.   We're  concerned 
about  the  minimum  to  criteria,  but  we  do  feel  that  we  can 
work  with  the  district  personnel  and  the  State  Director  to 
accomplish  anything  that  we  need  to  do,  as  far  as  water 
hole  development. 

Transplants  are  something  that  we  have  gotten 
Into  just  recently  within  the  last  four  to  five  years  and 
we've  been  quite  successful  at  it.   The  Planet  Peak  and 
Buckskin  Mountains  hove  been  recipients  of  transplanted  big 
horn  sheep,  at  least,  that  the  society  has  worked  in 
conjunction  with  the  Arizona  Fish  and  Game  Department  and 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  in  accomplishing. 

I  note  that  the  use  of  motorized  vehicles  for 
the  recovery  of  radio-collars  from  some  of  these  big  horn 
sheep  that  have  been  transplanted  is  noted  as  being 
permissible  with  the  permission  of  the  authorized  officer. 
And  we  feel  that  that' s  very  Important. 

One  thing  that  is  Just  a  bit  new  to  us,  if  1 
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can  get  this,  it  says:   "Inventory  of,  maintenance  of  and 
access  tc  projects  would  involve  nonmotorlzed  tools  and  be 
on  a  controlled  access  scheduled  basis  according  to  each 
Wilderness  Management  Plan  schedule." 

1  am  not  sure  that  we've  ever  seen  a  call  for 
a  controlled  access  schedule  in  any  of  the  previous 
wilderness  management  plans.   1  think  the  closest  we've 
come  was  in  Aravapai  where  monitoring  flights  for  desert 
big  horn  monitoring  would  bo  accomplished  at  certain  times 
that  were  non-peak  recreation  times,  and  also  retrieval  of 
radio-collared  sheep  mortalities  would  also  be  done  at 
non-peak  times. 

If  this  has  any  bearing  or  relation  to  that,  I 
can  see  the  reasoning  behind  It.   But  this  is  Just 
something  new  that  we  haven't  quite  noticed  before.   I'd 
like  some  input  from  your  staff,  perhaps  after  the  meeting, 
to  see  if  my  thinking  is  clear  on  this. 

But,  that  basically  la  the  contents  of  my 
statement  here  tonight  and  1  will  follow  up  with  a  letter 
to  the  Yuma  District  at  a  later  date. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

MR.  ENGDAHL:   Thank  you,  Mr.  Villlams. 

1  have  a  name  who  has  not  indicated  whether  be 
wishes  to  speak.   Mr.   Tom  Vright,  do  you  wish  to  speak? 

MR,  VRIGHT:   A  little  later  perhaps. 


hl 


KR.   ENGDAHL:    All  right, 

Ve  have  one  other  name.   You  can  be  pondering 
ting  for  the  other  name. 
Jim  Horton. 


MR.  NORTON:  Thank  you.  Jim  Horton,  Southwest 
Regional  Director  of  the  Vilderness  Society.  I  thank  you 
for  the  opportunity  to  make  some  comments  this  evening. 

First,  It  gives  me  great  pleasure  to  commend 
the  BLK  for  this  document,  and  particularly  far  the  major 
improvement  that  it  shows  over  the  earlier  wilderness 
recommendations  for  the  Yuma  District  that  were  part  of  the 
Resource  Management  Plan. 

The  wilderness  recommendations  subsequently 
were  taken  out  of  that  RKP.  of  course,  and  then  put 
together,  along  with  some  areas  that  had  been  illegally 
dropped  from  study  by  then  Secretary  of  Interior  Janes 
Vatt. 

We're  very  pleased  to  see  that  the  new  study 
that  we  see  before  us  today  makes  a  significantly  better 
wilderness  recommendation,  at  least  from  a  wilderness 
standpoint. 

In  that  earlier  RMP  only  two  out  of  the  16 
areas  that  were  then  being  considered  were  recommended 
suitable  for  wilderness.   That  was  representing  only  about 
a  quarter  of  the  acreage .   Far  the  record,  51,  Q>0<d   acres  was 
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recommended  suitable  out  of  205,  000  acres  in  that  earlier 
draft. 

Today  we  see  before  us  12  out  of  22  areas 
being  recommended  suitable.   The  percentage  there  is  about 
60.  compared  to  the  earlier  25  percent  or  one-quarter.   And 
the  acreage  again,  for  the  record,  23i5.000  out  of  a  total 
of  393,80©  acres. 

While  this  represents  a  significant' 
Improvement  over  the  earlier  draft,  and  I  think  one  of  the 
best  wilderness  recomraendat ions  that  we've  seen  so  far  in 
drafts  in  Arizona,  the  Wilderness  Society  and  other 
conservation  groups  still  feel  that  there  is  room  for 
improvement,  and  there  are  same  areas  that  have  been 
recommended  nansuitable  and  portions  of  some  that  are  non- 
suitable  that  we  feel  should  still  be  recommended  for 
wilderness. 

Before  I  get  into  the  some  of  the  specifics, 
let  me  first  mention  some  of  the  reasons  that  the 
Wilderness  Society  favors  wilderness  in  the  Yuma  District 
and  across  Arizona  and.  indeed,  across  the  country, 

Wilderness  areas  ore  protected,  important 
wildlife  habitat.   In  the  case  of  the  Yuma  District,  the 
big  horn  sheep  and  the  desert  tortoise  are  two  species  that 
are  very  Important , 

And  we  feel  that  the  wilderness  areas  help  to 
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protect  those  species.   In  fact,  it's  one.  of  the  beet  tools 
available  to  provide  lasting  protection  for  those  animals. 

Hecreation,  of  course.  Is  a  very  important 
value  of  wilderness.   Here  in  the  southwest  the  population 
is  rapidly  growing,  Arizona  is  the  second  fastest  growing 
state  in  the  country. 

And  as  the  population  grows,  recreational 
activities  is  growing,  and  within  the  growing  recreational 
use,  the  hiking  and  camping,  back-packing  and  those  sorts 
of  activities  ore  growing  faster  than  any  other. 

So,  there's  a  real  growing  need  to  preserve 
areas  as  wilderness  for  the  recreational  octlvitiee. 

Water  shed  protection  Is  an  important  value  of 
wilderness,  especially  here  in  the  southwest,  and  across 
the  country  that's  true.   Here  in  the  Yuma  District  there 
are  some  important  areas,  along  the  Sill  Williams  River  in 
particular,  that  have  very  important  riparian  values  that 
should  be  protected,  and  wilderness  is  a  good  way  to  do 
that. 

Scientific  study  is  another  use  of  wilderness. 
We  feel  that  it's  important  for  Borne  areas  to  be  set  aside 
from  development  activities  so  that  we  have  a  base  line 
upon  which  to  study  the  impact  of  development  activities 
that  are  taking  place  In  other  areas. 

And  then,  finally,  although  there  are  many 
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□thsrs,  the  protection  of  archecloglcal  resources.   An 
important  value  of  the  wilderness  In  the  southwest  and 
again  in  the  Yuma  District  that  are  extremely  valuable 
archeological  sites.   These  will  be  protected  by 
wilderness,  by  preventing  the  easy  access  lor  looters  that 
are  causing  so  much  damage  across  the  sauthweast  today. 

So,  those  are  some  of  the  reasons  that  the 
Wilderness  Society  favors  wilderness  and  feels  that  the 
Yuma  Proposed  Wilderness  areas  are  Important  in 
the  areas  that  haven' t  been  recommended  that  should  be 
Important  as  well. 

Now  let  me  get  into  a  few  of  the  specific 
areas  that  we're  concerned  about.   Before  I  do,  though,  one 
other  thing  I'd  like  to  mention  Is  that  some  of  the  reasons 
that  the  BLK  has  used  to  recommend  against  the  40  percent, 
and  still  is  recommended  nonsultable  in  this  document,  one 
□f  those  Is  offroad  vehicle  use. 

Qffraad  vehicles  In  our  opinion  are  one  of  the 
worst  problems  that  we  have  In  our  fragile  desert  areas  In 
the  southwest.   It's  very  important  that  this  problem  be 
brought  under  a  better  control. 

You  may  have  seen  the  recent  Arizona  Highways 
article  about  the  problems  that  we're  having  in  Arizona 
with  offroad  vehicles.   And  the  wilderness  is  really  one  of 
the  best  ways  to  prevent  further  offroad  vehicle  damage. 
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Host  of  the  land  is  still  going  to  be  opened 
to  offroad  vehicles,  at  least  on  existing  roads  and  ways. 
Wilderness  represents  a  very  small  percentage  of  the 
available  public  land,  but  we  feel  that  these  are  important 
areas  that  should  be  protected. 

Not  every  place  should  be  open  to  offroad 
v&hicles.   Certainly  the  few  remaining  areas  qualifying  for 
wilderness  should  not  be  available  for  offroad  vehicles. 

Hineral  activity  is  another  Cited  reason  far 
recommending  against  some  areas  in  the  district,  Ve  feel 
that  the  future  value  of  these  areas  as  wilderness  far 
outweighs  whatever  mineral  values  there  may  be  there,  We 
also  feel  that  the  existing  mines  in  the  state  and  areas 
near  those  existing  mines  provide  an  adequate  mineral  base 
for  well  Into  the  future. 

In  fact,  a  study  by  the  Wilderness  Society  by 
one  of  our  economists  in  1964  indicated  that  there  is  a  50 
year  supply  of  copper  available  within  existing  mines  or 
adjacent  to  existing  mines  in  the  state. 

So,  we  feel  that  minerals  is  not,  in  most 
cases,  a  reason  to  not  recommend  against  an  area,  unless 
there  is  an  active  mineral  or  a  very  high  potential  mineral 
resource  that  cannot  be  located  more  easily  from  other 

And  then,  finally,  wildlife  water  catchments 
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are  cited  OS  a  reason  UO  recommend  against  some  areas.   We 
feel  that  wildlife  water  catchments  are  allowable  In 
wilderness  and.  in  fact,  in  some  cases  are  essential  within 
wilderness  areas  to  preserve  healthy  papulations  of  certain 
species  of  wildlife,  here  major  one  being  desert  big  horn 

There  are  many  existing  wildlife  water 
catchments  in  designated  wilderness  areas  and  riparian 
wilderness  areas  and  also  in  the  VSAs.   And  we  anticipate 
that  those  catchments  will  continue  to  be  in  wilderness 
areas  and  maybe  some  maintenance  needed,  perhaps  even  some 
development  of  new  catchments  in  some  areas;  again,  in 
order  to  preserve  the  existing  natural  populations  or  to 
restore  the  previous  populations  of  this  very  important 
wilderness  species  of  wildlife. 

So,  in  summary,  we  don't  feel  that  wildlife 
water  catchments  are  a  reason  to  recommend  against 
wilderness  areas..  We  feel  that  wildlife  management  one 
wilderness  is  something  that  can  continue  to  take  place. 

Certainly,  we  must  comply  with  the  existing 
minimum  tool  requirements  and  other  guidelines,  but  it 
certainly  is  not  a  significant  constraint,   And,  indeed, 
again  to  repeat  myself ,  the  preservation  and  enhancement  of 
those  populations  of  wildlife  Is  a  very  important  activity 
in  wilderness  areas. 
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adjacent  recommended  wi lderness  in  the  Imperial  National 
Wildlife  Region. 

And  then. "finally,  the  Kofa  Unit  4,  that's  the 
southern  addition  to  or  southern  area  adjacent  to  the  Kofa 
national  Wildlife  Region,  we  feel  should  also  be 
recommended  suitable. 

There  are  no  known  mineral  resources  there  and 
we  foal  that  that  would  be  an  Important  addition  to  enhance 
the  wildlife  region  wilderness  recommendation  that  Is 
there. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment.   I'd 
be  happy  to  provide  more  detailed  comments  later. 

MR.  EHGDAHL:   Thank  you.  Mr.  Norton. 

Again,  Mr.  Wright,  you  did  not  indicate.   Da 
you  wish  to  speak? 

MR.  WRIGHT:   Yes.    I  will. 

My  name  is  Tom  Wright,  I  live  in  Scottadals, 
Arizona.    I'm  speaking  here  tonight  on  behalf  of  the  Palo 
Verde  Group  of  the  Sierra  Club,  which  has  about  2500 
members  here  in  the  Phoenix  areo. 

The  Draft  Yuma  District  Wilderness  EIS  is  a" 
great  improvement  over  the  previous  proposals  that  were 
made  by  BLK  here  a  few  years  ago.   At  that  time  Yuma 
District  appeared  not  to  consider  wilderness  a  valid 
resource  and  seemed  to  go  through  a  faint-hearted  attempt 
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So,  now  turning  quickly  to  the  specific  areas. 

Is  there  a  time  limit? 

HR.  EKGDAHL:   One  minute  left. 

MR.  NORTOH:   One  minute.   Just  quickly,   I  will 
have  to  summarize. 

Crossnan  Peak  Is    another  that  we  feel  should 
be  larger,  the  full  WSA  qualities. 

Kohave  Wash,  no  active  mining  at  present.   The 
small  amount  of  vehicle  ways  that  would  be  closed  in  our 
view  are  not  a  major  reason  to  not  recommend  the  Mohave 
Wash.   We  feel  it  should  be  entirely  suitable,   Ve  commend 
the  Bureau  for  recommending  a  portion  of  it. 

Muggins  Mountains,  highly  speculative  uranium 
mining  is  the  reason  cited  for  Muggins  being  nonsultnble. 
Ve  think  it  aught  to  be  suitable. 

Swansea  we  feel  should  be  enlarged  to  include 
more  than  Just  the  riparian  corridor,  although  we  do 
appreciate  that  very  important  riparian  area  being  suitable 
at  this  point. 

Gibraltar,  mining  and  of f road  vehicle  use 
cited  as  the  reasons  for  it  being  nonsul table.   We  feel 
that  this  is  an  important  area  that  should  be  suitable  and 
that  those  activities  should  not  override  wilderness. 

The  Trlgo  Mountains  in  our  view  should  be 
combined  together  north  and  south  units  to  enhance  the 


to  follow  the  wilderness  study  process  that  resulted  in 
what  was  by  far  the  least  adequate  that  the  BLM  has  ever 
issued  in  the  state.   It  was  very  disappointing  at  the  time 
but  obviously  this  has  changed  for  the  better.   I'm  happy 
to  see  that  BLM  is  now  willing  to  give  fair  consideration 
to  wl lderness  and  wildlife  and  other  nonoonsumptive  uses. 

Persons  far  mare  knowledgeable  than  I  am  about 
the  specific  WSA  will  be  making  comments  about  those.   Ve 
have  same  written  comments  later  dealing  with  the 
specifics  of  each  area,  the  boundaries  and  so  on.   I  don't 
mean  to  duplicate  all  of  that  here  today. 

I  would  like  to  point  out  some  of  the  flaws  in 
the  BLM  approach  to  the  wilderness  study  process  that 
resulted  in  too  much  acreage  being  dropped.   One  of  these 
is  the  ORV  situation.   I've  seen  this  in  a  number  of  BLK 
documente  to-date. 

If  there  is  a  perceived  conflict  between  BLM 
and  wilderness,  it  seems  to  always  be  the  wilderness  that 
suffers.   I  think  It  must  be  pointed  out  clearly  that  the 
ORV's  are  the  problem  here;  wilderness  is  not  the  problem. 
The  OFV's  that  go  off  the  road  and  tear  up  the  countryside 
are  the  problem.   we  all  know  that  does  happen.   They're 
the  problem  and  they  should  be  dealt  with  and  the 
wilderness  should  not  be  made,  should  not  be  perceived  as 
the  problem  here. 
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several  cases  to  disqualify  acreage  from  conslderntlon  of 
wi  lderness.   This  should  not  be.   These  catchments  are  for 
the  most  part  easily  installed  and  maintained  by  hand, 
they're  not  Intrusive  so  the  landscape- 

Lack  of  routed  access  to  these  areas  1  would 
think  would  be  perceived  as  an  advantage  in  many  cases  in 

lands  and  not  immediately  adjacent  to  the  mountain  Sites. 

Out  hiking  some  of  these  areas.  I've  come 
across  catchments  miles  from  the  nearest  road,  so  I  know 
they  can  be  done.   I  don' t  see  why  it  can' t  continue  to  be 

Mineral  potential  for  the  area  should  not  be 
used  to  deny  the  area's  wilderness  potential .   It  these 
values  overlap  or  are  thought  to  overlap  if.  should  coll  tor 
more  detailed  mineral  study  and  a  decision  by  Congress  as 
to  which  value  is  more  important  in  that  partioular  unit. 
It  should  not,  however,  oall  for  Immediate  withdrawal  of 
wilderness  corridors,  again  as  if  wilderness  values  ought 
to  automatically  be  dropped  whenever  a  potential  conflict 
is  perceived. 

Now,  m  conclusion,  I  realize  that  the  BLM  has 
a  very  difficult  Job  trying  to  balance  a  varied  and 
sometimes  incompatible  uses  of  the  public  lands.   However, 


wilderness  areas  are,  in  spite  of  arguments  to  the 
contrary,  a  part  of  the  multiple  use  concept,   They're 
needed  to  counter  balance  those  lands  that  are  dominated 
or  heavl ly  altered  by  man. 

Vilderness  areas  are  for  wilderness  and  for 
scenic  beauty,  for  rare  plants,  for  undisturbed 
archeological  sites  and  for  the  simple  and  nonintrusive 
nonmotorized  forms  of  outdoor  recreation  that  are 
increasingly  difficult  to  find  elsewhere- 

The  Yuma  District  has  taken  a  very  positive 
step  forward  to  protect  some  of  these  values,   There' s 
still  more  that  needs  to  be  done.   But  we  thank  you  for 
your  good  work  to-date  and  for  the  opportunity  to  speak 
tonight. 

Thank  you. 

MR.  ENGDAHL:   Thank  you,  Mr.  Wright. 

Have  others  signed  up  since  we  started,  of  thi 
sign- up  sheets?   I  should  like  to  remind  everyone  who 
attended  tonight  that  the  record  remains  open  until 
November  2®th,  and  those  written  comments  can  be  submitted 
up  to  and  including  the  2»th  of  November  and  will  be 
considered  as  part  of  the  record. 

not  spoken  who  wishes  to  speak  may  have  that  opportunity 
at  this  time. 
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MR-  SMITH:   My  name  is  Rob  Smith  and  I 
represent  the  Southwest  Office  of  the  Sierra  Club,  which  is 
based  here  in  Phoenix,  Arizona. 

And  I'd  like  to  commend  the  BLM,  too,  for  the 
big  improvement  over  the  first  draft  that  we  saw  a  while 
back  for  the  Yumn  District  wilderness  recommendations 
because  I  recall  Just  one  area  of  the  many  that  were  in 
Arizona  that  was  reconunended,  and  now  many  more  are.    It's 
good  to  see  that  kind  of  improvement.   We  would  like  to 
think  that  the  merits  of  our  argument  held  sway,  I  guess. 

But,   I'd  like  to  make  a  few  more.    It's  not 
good  enough,  it's  not  big  enough,  I'd  like  to  tell  you  why. 
I  think  the  BLM's  recommendations,  while  so  far  so  good, 
are  really  an  exercise  in  minimizing  ant i- wilderness 
opposi t  ion,  but  aren't  really  making  real  choices  here. 

Wilderness  ought  to  be  more,  and  the 
wilderness  system  was  set  aside  to  be  more  than  Just  simply 
the  lands  that  no  one  else  wants  for  anything.  ,  Even  with 
all  the  wilderness  in  the  VSAs,  all  or  most  are  designated 
wilderness  by  Congress  and  recommended  as  such  by  the  BLM. 

Almost  all  of  the  major  mining  and  offroad 
vehicle  using  the  commercial,  developable  land  would  still 
be  open  as  it  is  today. 

Outside  of  those  areas  is  where  really  the  BLM 


is  really  forgetting  the  VHA  criteria.   That  is.  every  one 
of  these  areas,  every  one  of  the  areas  that  are  studied  now 
for  wilderness  are  outstanding  on  a  variety  of  fronts. 
Each  one  qualifies  as  wilderness. 

Those  are  the  BLM's  own  rules  in  establishing 
the  wilderness  study  areas.   What  this  exercise  really  is 
here  is  grading  the  very  best  of  the  very  best  of  the  very 
best  and  the  best  of  those.   Meanwhile,  the  reasons  for 
excluding  areas  and  the  recommendations  are,  because  of 
moderate  speculative  mineral  potential ,  areas  that  see  some 
occasional  ORV  use.  conflicts  that  are  less  than 
extraordinary . 

The  recommendations  are  ignoring  the  big 
picture  here  and  the  big  opportunity.   We're  fragmenting 
the  wilderness  heritage  that  we  have,  the  west  desert 
mountain   ranges.   We're  missing  the  opportunities  to 
protect  ecosystems  and  large  scenic  vistas.  Wildlife 
ranges,   and  on  a  large  scale,  refuges  from  modern 
civilization. 

If  you  live  in  Phoenix  you  realize  that  it's  a 
big  place  around  here  filled  with  dirty  air,  it's  nice  to 
go  to  big  places  that  have  a  lot  of  clean  air,  and 
wilderness  provides  some  of  that. 

Also,  this  is  different  than 

forest  service  wilderness  reviews.   They  get 
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to  go  book  every  ten  or  fifteen  years  and  look  at  it  again. 

2 

In  i act ,  Congress  has  mandated  that .   Congress  has  only 

3 

told  the  BLM  to  do  this  once.   This  is  our  one  big  chance. 

1 

The  BLK  has  been  a  long  time  turning  into  a 

5 

multiple  use  agency.   Vllderness  Is  a  meaningful  way,  the 

8 

agency's  first  and  maybe  last  big  chance  to  really  firmly 

7 

step  into  that  roll  as  a  forest  service,  as  other  land 

8 

management  agencies  have  been  for  many  years. 

9 

It's  easy  to  destroy  the  wilderness.    It  only 

1® 

takes  the  signature  of  the  district  manager  in  many  oases 

11 

to  approve  a  development  activity,  but  it  takes  an  act  of 

in12 

Congress  to  permanently  protect  it. 

IU13 

Once  the  wl lderness  is  gone,  it's  vary 

14 

difficult,  and  in  this  kind  of  fragile  country,  essentially 

15 

impossible,  vary  permanent  destruction  and  impossible  to 

16 

recover.   And  our  wilderness  heritage  is  eroding  quickly. 

17 

Arizona's  population  is  growing  quickly.   We're  seeing  mare 

18 

and  more  of  a  fragile  desert  lost  to  some  off road  vehicle 

19 

that  goes  off  the  road. 

29 

Vhen  we  look  again,  should  the  BLH  look  again, 

21 

should  it  acquire  that  power ,  we  may  not  have  the  choices, 

22 

undoubtedly  we  won' t  have  the  choices  we  have  today. 

23 

Perhaps  not  any  choices  at  all. 

21 

I  think  when  our  children  and  grandchildren 

25 

look  back  they  won't  say.  "Gosh,  I'm  glad  you  destroyed 

45 

mi 

1 

that  mountain."   They  really  would  say,  "I  wish  we  had  a 

2 

mountain  there."   I  think  they  will  look  back  as  we  do  at 

3 

our  national  parks  and  wilderness  that  exist  today  and 

4 

they' 11  say,  "Gosh,  that  was  really  far-sighted  of  them,  1 

5 

wish  we  had  as  much  today  as  they  had  back  then." 

in6 

Hopefully  the  comments  you've  heard  tonight 

IU7 

and  those  that  will  be  submitted  in  writing  from  our 

a 

organization  and  others  and  working  through  the  Arizona 

9 

Vllderness  Coalition  in  some  detail  in  the  areas,  will 

10 

result  In  the  same  Improvements  between  this  draft  and  the 

11 

final  that  we've  seen  so  far.   So  far  you've  done  a  great 

12 

first  half,  we're  looking  for  the  final  half. 

13 

Thank  you. 

14 

HR.  BNGDAHL:   Thank  yau.  Mr.  Smith. 

15 

There  is  anyone  else  in  the  audience  who 

16 

wishes  to  make  a  statement? 

17 

I  will  declare  this  hearing  is  closed, 

IS 

I  want  to  thank  those  of  you  who  are  staying 

19 

with  us  during  this  process.   It  is  not  a  simple  process, 

20 

but  we  hope  it  remains  a  professional  process. 

21 

(Proceedings  concluded  at  9:115  P.M.). 

22 

23 

****** 

24 

25 

An 
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STATEMENT  OF  SANTA  FE  PACIFIC  RAILROAD  COMPANY 

ON  THE 

"DRAFT   YUMA  DISTRICT  WILDERNESS  ENVIRONMENTAL    IMPACT   STATEMENT" 

Phoenix,   Arizona 

September  29,    1987 


My  name  is  George  Byers.     I  am  Director  of  Public  Affairs  for  Santa 
Fe  Pacific  Minerals   Corporation   of  Albuquerque,   New  Mexico. 

In  April   of  this  year  the  Arizona  Congressional   delegation  announced 
its  intent  to  reach  a  consensus  1n  this  Congress  on  a  State-wide  wilderness 
bill  covering  lands  under  study  by  the  BLM.    Although  Santa  Fe  Pacific 
would  prefer  that  Congress   permit   the  wilderness   review  program  to  run   its 
course  through  Secretarial   and  Presidential   recommendations,  we  welcomed  the 
invitation  the  delegation  extended  to  all   interested  parties  to  participate 
in  the  effort,   since  Santa  Fe  Pacific  has  some  196,000  acres  of  reserved 
minerals  within   17   WSA's  which  BI.M  is   studying   in  Mojave.   Yavapai,   and  La 
Pa:  Counties.     In  fact,  about  112,000  acres  of  these  mineral    interests  are 
contained  within  the  Crossman  Peak,   Mojave  Wash,   Gibraltar  Mountain,   Planet 
Peak,   and  Swansea  WSA's,  all   of  which  BLM  is  recommending  as  suitable  for 
wilderness  in  the  Draft  Yuma  District  Wilderness  EIS. 

We  were  shocked  to  discover,  in  spite  of  BLM  and  courthouse  records 
to  the  contrary,   in  spite  of  voluminous  correspondence  between  Santa  Fe 
Pacific  and   BLM  regarding  the   status   of  our  mineral    interests   (e.g..   May  5, 
1983;  July  15,   1983;  November  4.   1983;  December  30,  1983,  Including  maps), 
and  in  spite  of  BLM's  acknowledgement  of  our  mineral    interests  in  its  Final 
Yuma  District  Resource  Management  Plan  dated  August,   1985,  that  the  Draft 
Yuma  District   Wilderness   EIS  completely   ignores   the  existence  of  our 
ownership  in  the  five  WSA's  mentioned  above.     For  this  reason,  we  are  very 
concerned  that,  as  the  Arizona  Congressional  delegation  begins  to  write  its 


over  the  past   Several  years   to  work   out   exchanges  with  the  Arizona   BLM  in 
order  to  not  present  an  obstacle  to  possible  designation  of  selected  WSA's  as 
wilderness.        Unfortunately,   Our  efforts   have   not  yet  met  with  any  positive 
response   from  Arizona  BLM.     Rather  we  have  been  given  a   number  of   reasons 
why  such  exchanges  may  not  be  possible,  e.g.,  that  BLM  does  not  have  enough 
lands  classified  for  disposal   in  Arizona  to  carry  out  our  proposed  exchanges, 
that  BLM  does  not  want  to  do  exchanges  that  would  result  in  federal  split 
estates,   or  that   Santa   fe  Pacific  was   somehow  attempting  to  choose   land 
with  greater  mineral  potential,  etc. 

Against  that  background,  we  were  very  disappointed  with  this  Draft 
EIS's  failure  to  provide  even  the  basic  and  fundamental  information  needed 
by  the  Congress,  to  make  its  informed  judgement  on  this  issue,  a  defect 
which  the  recent  GAO  report  entitled  "Federal  Land  Management:  Non-Federal 
Land  and  Mineral  Rights  Could  Impact  Future  Wilderness  Areas"  (June  1987), 
identifies  as  pervading  the  entire  BLM  wilderness  program.  1  have  Included 
copy  of  the  pertinent  pages  of  this  GAO  report  for  your  review,  as  well  as 
excerpts  from  another  GAO  report,  dated  July  26,  1984,  entitled  "Private 
Mineral  Rights  Complicate  the  Management  of  Eastern  Wilderness  Areas." 

For  example,  the  Draft  EIS  does  not  report  the  acreage  of  private 
minerals  in  the  5  WSA's,  nor  does  it  rate  the  potential  for  development  of 
our  minerals  as  1t  does  elsewhere  for  federal  minerals.  Nor  does  the  EIS 
adequately  discuss  the  Impact  of  potential  development  of  our  minerals  on 
those  wilderness  values  which  have  prompted  the  BLM  to  recommend  these  5 
WSA's  for  wilderness  designation,  even  though  their  development  would 
present  serious  problems  for  protection  and  management  of  those  wilderness 


state-wide  wilderness  bill,   it  is  receiving  Inadequate  information  and 
deficient  analyses  by 'BLM  of  existing  rights  such  as  ours,     I  will  attempt 
now  to  highlight  some  of  the  deficiencies  we  have  noted  in  this  Draft  EIS, 
in  addition  to  the  foremost  deficiency  which  is  the  document's  total   silence 
on  the  presence  of  our  lands  and  the  managability  problems  which  they  pose 
to  BLM  if  these  areas  are  ultimately  to  be  managed  as  wilderness. 

These  five  WSA's  are  among  those  whose  designation  for  wilderness 
study  Santa  Fe  Pacific  successfully  challenged  before  the  Interior  Board  of 
Land  Appeals  in  1983  on  the  grounds  that  Section  603  of  FLPMA  did  not 
authorise  review  of  federal    lands  for  possible  wilderness  designation  where 
the  subsurface  is  in  private  ownership.     As  a  result  of  that  decision, 
former  Secretary  Watt  deleted  all   split-estate  lands  from  further  wilderness 


That   deci: 


i  Sierra  Club  v.  Watt.  608  F.  Supp. 


305  (D.  Cal.   1985).     Judge  Karlton  held  that  Santa  Fe  Pacific  had  not  been 
harmed  by  the  inclusion  of   its  reserved  minerals  in  the  WSA's  solely  for 
study  purposes  because  "placing  the  land  in  WSA  status  may  not  have  any 
adverse  consequences   to  the  owner  of   the  subsurface  rights   since  the 
Secretary's   final    recommendations  may  exclude   such   lands",      (Id.   at  335). 
Judge  Karlton   also  emphasized   that   "if  Congress   elects  to   include  within 
the  wilderness  preservation   system  split-estate   lands,    it  may  authorize  the 
purchase  or  condemnation  of   the   reserved  mineral    rights   in  the  subsurface 
estate,  or  the  exchange  of  reserved  mineral    rights  for  other  federal   lands 
or  mineral    interests."   (Id.  at  335-36). 

Santa  Fe  Pacific  was  encouraged  by  the  court's  recognition  of  how 
the  wilderness  review  process  would  be  implemented,  and  has  worked  diligently 


values,  as  the  Department  of  Interior  acknowledges  tn  its  response  to  the 
GAO  report. 

It    is   undeniable  that   there  are  serious  management   problems  presented 
by   potential   development   of  non-federal   mineral   holdings.      The  GAO  reports 
referenced  above  also  detail  the  potential   serious  management  problems  of 
protecting  wilderness  values  1f  private  mineral  inholdings  are  not  acquired, 
most  of  which  have  been  Identified  by  the  BLM  itself. 

The  Draft  EIS  also  fails  to  analyze  how  our  subsurface  interests 
could  be  acquired.     Although  the  Final  Upper  Sonoran  EIS  response  to  comments 
states  that  the  BLM  "plans  to  acquire  the  non-federal   surface  and  subsurface 
rights  within  the  designated  wilderness  areas  through  exchanges",  Santa 
Fe's  experience  to  date  prevents  us  from  finding  much  encouragement  in  that 
statement  of   intention.      In   fact,    if   the  Draft   Yuma  Wilderness  EIS,   by 
Ignoring  our  ownership  and  the  mechanics  of  acquisition   by  exchange,   1s 
treating  split   estates   as   a   "non-issue"  as   BLM  did   in   the  Upper  Sonoran 
Final    EIS,   then  BLM  Is   guilty  of  making   a   seriously  erroneous   reading   of 
Judge  Karlton's  decision.     While  that  opinion  properly  concluded  that  Santa 
Fe  Pacific's  reserved  mineral    rights  could  not  legally  be  Impaired  by 
wilderness  designations,    1t   also   identified  exchanges   as   a  principal   means 
by  which  our  rights   could  be  protected. 

In   summary,   Santa  Fe  Pacific  believes  that   Is   essential   for  this 
EIS  to  provide  for  Congress  and  the  public  detailed  analyses  of  the  two 
alternatives   of  either  not   acquiring  or  acquiring  the  private   land  and 
mineral    Interests   in  the  W5A's.     The   former  alternative   should  thoroughly 
assess  the  Impact  on  wilderness  values  of  potential  mineral  and  other 
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development  on  these  lands.     The  latter  should  include  at  least  a  candid 
assessment   of   the  availability   of  other  BLM   lands   for  exchange,   the  costs 
associated  with  such  exchanges,  and  the  cost  of  direct  purchase  if  exchanges 
are  not  feasible.     Further,  the  EI5  should  contain  an  analysis  of  the 
interrelationships   between   all    BLM  wilderness   recommendations   in  which   split 
estate  lands  are  involved  and  where  exchanges  are  considered  to  be  necessary. 
Not  only  does  Santa  Fe  Pacific  believe  that  the  analysis  of  these  important 
alternatives  is  required  by  NEPA  and  the  CEQ's  NEPA  regulations,  but  it  is 
also  required  for  meaningful   compliance  with  Section  603  of  FLPMA,  as  the 
recent  GAO  report  concluded  and  with  which  the  Department  of  Interior  has 
concurred   in   its   letter  dated  June  9,    1987. 

Consequently,  Santa  Fe  Pacific  respectfully  requests  that  the  Final 
Wilderness   EIS  for  the   Yuma  District  correct   the  deficiencies   noted  herein. 

We   reiterate  that   Santa   Fe   Pacific   remains   ready  and  willing  to 
work  out  equal   value  exchanges  with  BLH  in  order  to  eliminate  the  management 
problems   presented   by   our  mineral    inholdings   in   selected  Arizona   WSA's   so 
that,  after  informed  deliberation,  an  appropriate  number  of  those  that 
contain  truly  special  wilderness  values  may  qualify  for  wilderness  designa- 
tion by  Congress. 

The  presence  of  our   private   lands   in   special   management   areas   has 
long  been  recognized  by  the  federal   government  as  its  major  managabllity 
problem.     Recognizing  this,  the  federal   government  over  the  years  has 
repeatedly  asked  Santa  Fe  Pacific  to  play  a  major  role  in  successful   efforts 
to  consolidate  public  lands   in  Arizona,  New  Mexico,  and  California  for  a 
variety  of  worthy  public  purposes.     In  Arizona  alone  beginning  In  the 


SANTA  FE   PACIFIC   RAILROAD  COMPANY 

'eral    Ownership  in  BLM  Wilderness  Areas  Analyzed  in  the   "Draft   Yuir 
District  Wilderness   Environmental    Impact   Statement" 


WSA  Nar 


Crossman  Peak 
Mohave  Wash 
Gibraltar  Mountain 
Planet  Peak 
Swansea 


78,720 
9,440 
3,840 

13.1Z0 
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early  1900's  we  have  engaged  in  a  series  of  land  exchanges  totaling  well 
over  one  million  acres  to  aid  in  the  establishment  of  such  anas  as  the 
Coconino  National   Forest,  Petrified  Forest  National  Park,  the  Havasu  Wild- 
life Refuge,  and  the  Grand  Canyon  National  Park.     We  recently  completed 
exchanges  in  California  to  aid  in  preserving  the  habitat  of  the  Coachella 
Valley  fringe-toed  lizard  and  In  blocking  up  federal    lands  in  the  East 
Mojave  National   Scenic  Area.     Earlier  this  year  we  have  completed  an  exchar 
in  New  Mexico  to  add  nearly  5,000  acres  to  Chaco  Culture  National   Historic 
Park,  and  have  worked  successfully  with  the  BLM  to  pave  the  way  for  a 
15,000  acre  exchange  of  mineral    interests   to  aid   in   the   designation   of  4 
wilderness   areas   adjoining  the  El    Malpais   National   Monument   in  New  Mexico, 

We  look  forward  to  playing  a  similar,  constructive  role  with  some 
of  BLM's  Arizona  wilderness  proposals  so  long  as  the  exchanges,  which  are 
suggested  by  the  U.  S.  District  Court  and  the  GAO  as  a  way  to  protect  our 
rights,  will  produce  fair  and  equitable  results  to  the  public,  the  federal 
government,  and  to  Santa  Fe  Pacific. 

Please  accept  these  comments  for  what  they  are:  an  effort  to  aid 
BLM  in  presenting  all  of  the  facts  to  the  public  and  the  Congress  so  that 
informed  decisions   can   be  made. 

Thank  you   for  this   opportunity  to  comment. 
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CONSULTATION  AND  COORDINATION 


Responses  to  Public  Hearing 
Testimony 

Yuma  Hearing 

3-1:  See  General  Response  2. 

3-2:  BLM  has  evaluated  the  present  and  future 
recreation  use  for  the  WSAs  and  presented 
the  findings  in  this  EIS.  The  observations 
made  in  this  comment  were  identified  and 
included  in  the  recreation  resource  evalua- 
tion. 

9-1:  See  General  Response. 5. 

9-2:  See  General  Response  6. 

9-3:  See  response  to  Comment  38-26. 

11-1:  See  General  Response  2. 

11-2:  As  indicated  in  Chapter  2  of  the  FEIS,  the 
use  of  aircraft  for  wildlife  surveys  is  permis- 
sible under  BLM's  Wilderness  Management 
Policy.  The  landing  of  aircraft  in  a  designated 
wilderness  area  would  require  State  Director 
approval. 

11-3:  Hunting  access  in  designated  wilderness 
areas  would  be  by  nonmotorized  means.  The 
projections  for  recreation  use  and  the  analy- 
sis of  recreation  impacts  recognized  that 
some  hunters  using  the  WSAs  desire  motor- 
ized access  and  would  be  impeded  by  a  wil- 
derness designation.  Such  restrictions  are 
necessary,  however,  to  maintain  the  natural 
qualities  of  the  area  and  the  primitive  recre- 
ation opportunities. 

12-1:  Mineral  development  and  mineralization 
within  these  WSAs  are  discussed  in  Chapter 
2  (Description  of  the  Alternatives)  and 
Chapter  3  {Affected  Environment)  of  the 
FEIS. 

13-1:  The  Kofa  Unit  4  Northern  Addition  is  being 
studied  under  the  authority  of  Section  202  of 
the  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act 
of  1 976,  which  mandates  wilderness  study  for 
lands  under  5000  acres  in  size.  The  parcel  is 
adjacent  to  Unit  4  of  the  proposed  Kofa 
National  Wildlife  Refuge  Wilderness.  Com- 
bined, the  units  exceed  5000  acres. 

13-2:  Provisions  for  grazing  management  in  wil- 
derness areas  are  provided  for  in  law  and 
included  as  part  of  BLM's  Wilderness  Man- 
agement Policy. 


Lake  Havasu  City  Hearing 

9-1:  Recreation  uses,  both  present  and  future,  are 
addressed  in  the  EIS. 

9-2:  BLM  does  not  expect  administrative  costs  for 
public  lands  to  substantially  increase 
because  of  wilderness  designations,  as  most 
of  the  existing  management  programs  for 
these  lands  (such  as  surface  protection  and 
off-road  vehicles)  would  not  be  substantially 
changed  by  the  designations. 


Phoenix  Hearing 

1-1:  See  response  to  Comment  37-12. 

1-2:  Partial  Wilderness  boundaries  were  drawn 
where  possible  to  reflect  topographic  fea- 
tures and  other  easily  identifiable  features 
such  as  fence  lines.  However,  in  some  cases, 
survey  lines  had  to  be  used,  -  these  would 
have  to  be  identified  on  the  ground  by  signs 
and  fences  if  the  area  is  designated  wilder- 
ness. The  decision  as  to  where  to  draw  the 
line  was  based  on  resource  management  con- 
cerns, including  wilderness,  and  the  realiza- 
tion thatthefinal  boundaries  must  be  manage- 
able as  wilderness. 

1-3:  Analysis  of  the  effects  of  fragmenting  big- 
horn sheep  populations  is  beyond  the  scope 
of  this  document. 

Presently,  desert  bighorn  sheep  occupy 
small,  isolated  habitats,  as  well  as  extensive 
habitats,  both  within  and  outside  of  desig- 
nated wilderness  areas.  Nondesignation 
would  not  result  in  significant  adverse 
impacts  to  crucial  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  as 
these  areas  would  continue  to  be  protected 
as  priority  wildlife  habitat  underthe  Yuma  Dis- 
trict Resource  Management  Plan. 

2-1:  Protective  measures  provided  by  Federal  law 
and  the  Yuma  District  Resource  Management 
Plan  were  considered  in  analyzing  the  envi- 
ronmental impactsthat  would  resultfrom  non- 
designation.  (See  Assumptions  in  Chapter  2, 
and  Basic  Assumptions  in  Chapter  4  of  the 
FEIS.) 

It  is  acknowledged  in  the  FEIS  that  resources 
such  as  cultural  sites,  crucial  bighorn  sheep 
habitat  and  sensitive  plant  and  animal  spe- 
cies would  be  adequately  protected  by  BLM 
under  nondesignation.  However,  BLM  has  no 
means  other  than  wilderness  designation  to 
ensure  the  protection  of  wilderness  features 
such  as  naturalness  and  outstanding  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude. 
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2-2:  All  WSAs  in  the  Yuma  District  that  cover  less 
than  5,000  acres  were  considered  only  as  part 
of  larger  contiguous  roadless  areas  such  that 
the  combined  acreage  was  at  least  5,000 
acres. 

The  effects  of  nonfederal  inholdings  have 
been  assessed  in  the  EIS  by  listing  the  prob- 
able actions  which  would  occur  on  these 
areas  and  the  impacts  on  the  various 
resources  on  the  adjacent  BLM  managed 
lands.  Where  no  actions  are  listed,  no  devel- 
opment is  expected  whether  or  not  the  land 
is  Federally  owned. 

3-1:  Nonfederal  minerals  have  been  considered 
as  part  of  the  Mineral  Development  issue  in 
the  Final  EIS.  (See  Chapter  1  in  the  FEIS). 

3-2:  The  submitted  information  has  been  consid- 
ered in  the  analysis  of  impacts  on  mineral 
development  in  the  Final  EIS. 


8-1:  See  General  Response  6. 

9-1:  See  General  Response  6. 

9-2:  It  is  required  that  mineral  surveys  be  con- 
ducted by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  and  Geo- 
logical Survey  to  determine  mineral 
resources  before  Congressional  action  on 
designation  of  an  area  as  wilderness. 

Appendix-1:  See  response  to  Phoenix  Hearing 
Comment  3-1. 

Appendix-2:  See  response  to  Phoenix  Hearing 
Comment  3-1. 

Appendix  E,  which  consists  of  a  table  show- 
ing nonfederal  mineral  ownership  for  each 
WSA  by  alternative,  has  also  been  included 
in  the  FEIS. 

Appendix-3:  The  acquisition  of  subsurface 
ownership  within  the  WSAs  is  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS. 
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APPENDIX  A: 
PLANT  SPECIES  MENTIONED  IN  THE  EIS 


TABLE  A-1 

COMMON  AND  SCIENTIFIC  NAMES  OF 
PLANTS  IN  THE  YUMA  DISTRICT 


Common  Name 


Scientific 


arrowweed 

barrel  cactus 

barrel  cactus 

beavertail  cactus 

big  galleta  grass 

blackbrush 

blue  paloverde 

boxthorn 

brittlebush 

buckhorn  cholla 

burrobush 

catclaw  acacia 

cottonwood 

creosotebush 

Death  Valley  Mormon  tea 

desert  croton 

foothill  paloverde 

foxtail  cactus 

goldenhead 

honey  mesquite 

ironwood 

Joshua  tree 

linear-leaf  sand  spurge 

Mormon  tea 

night-blooming  cereus 

ocotillo 

plantago 

prickly  pear  cactus 

saguaro 

saltcedar 

sand  flat  milkvetch 

screwbean  mesquite 

seepwillow 

silver  cholla 

single-needle  pinyon  pine 

smoketree 

staghorn  cholla 

tobacco  plant 

white  bursage 

Wiggins'  cholla 

willow 

wooly  heads 


Pluchea  sericea 

Ferocactus  acanthodes  var.  acanthodes 

Ferocactus  acanthodes 

Opuntia  basilaris 

Hilaria  rigida 

Coleogyne  ramoisissima 

Cercidium  floridum 

Lycium  brevipes 

Encelia  farinosa 

Opuntia  acanthocarpa 

Ambrosia  deltoidea 

Acacia  greggii 

Populus  fremontii 

Larrea  tridentata 

Ephedra  funerea 

Croton  californicus 

Cercidium  microphyllum 

Coryphantha  vivipara  var.  alversonii 

Acamptopappus  schockleyi 

Prosopis  glandulosa 

Olneya  tesota 

Yucca  brevifolia 

Stillingia  linearifolia 

Ephedra  trifurca 

Cereus  greggii 

Foquieria  splendens 

Plantago  spp. 

Opuntia  phaeacantha 

Carnegia  gigantea 

Tamarix  spp. 

Astragalus  insularis 

Prosopis  pubescens 

Baccharis  glutinosa 

Opuntia  echinocarpa 

Pinus  monophylla 

Dalea  spinosa 

Opuntia  versicolor 

Nicotiana  glanca 

Ambrosia  dumosa 

Opuntia  wigginsii 

Salix  spp. 

Nemacaulis  denudata 


Source:    Yuma  District  Files 
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APPENDIX  B: 
ANIMAL  SPECIES  MENTIONED  IN  THE  EIS 


TABLE  A-2 

COMMON  AND  SCIENTIFIC  NAMES  OF 
WILDLIFE  IN  THE  YUMA  DISTRICT 


Common  Name 


Scientific  Name 


desert  night  lizard 

desert  tortoise 

flat-tailed  horned  lizard 

Gila  monster 

Gilbert  skink 

Mohave  fringe-toed  lizard 

American  peregrine  falcon 

Arizona  Bell's  vireo 

cardinal 

Cooper's  hawk 

elf  owl 

ferruginous  hawk 

Gila  woodpecker 

gilded  flicker 

Harris  hawk 

hepatic  tanager 

least  bittern 

Merlin 

northern  harrier 

prairie  falcon 

sharp-shinned  hawk 

southern  bald  eagle 

summer  tanager 

Swainson's  hawk 

vermilion  flycatcher 

western  yellow-billed  cuckoo 

white-faced  ibis 

Wied's  crested  flycatcher 

willow  flycatcher 

desert  bighorn  sheep 

desert  bighorn  sheep 

little  long-nosed  bat 

mule  deer 

spotted  bat 

Yuma  puma  (mountain  lion) 


Reptiles 


Birds 


Mammals 


Xantusia  vigil  is 
Gopherus  agassizii 
Phrynosoma  mcallii 
Heloderma  suspectum 
Eumeces  gilberti 
Uma  notata  scoparia 

Falco  peregrinus  anatum 
Vireo  bellii 

Richmondena  cardinalis 
Accipiter  cooper ii 
Micrathene  whitneyi 
Buteo  regalis 
Centurus  uropygialis 
Colaptes  chrysoides 
Parabuteo  unicinctus 
Piranga  flava 
Ixobrychus  ex  His 
Falco  columbarius 
Circus  cyaneus 
Falco  mexicanus 
Accipiter  striatus 
Haliaeetus  leucocephalus 
Piranga  rubra 
Buteo  swainsoni 
Pyrocephalus  rubinus 
Coccyzus  americanus 
Plegadis  chihi 
Myiarchus  tyrannulus 
Empidonax  traillii 

Ovis  canadensis  mexicana 
Ovis  canadensis  nelsonii 
Leptonycteris  sanborni 
Odocoileus  hemionus 
Euderma  maculatum 
Felix  concolor  browni 


Source:    Yuma  District  Files 
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APPENDIX  C: 
CULTURAL  RESOURCE  PROTECTION  MEASURES 


BLM  is  mandated  by  Congress  to  play  a  ste- 
wardship role  in  the  preservation  of  cultural 
values  on  public  land  and  will  continue  to  manage 
cultural  resources  for  their  cultural  values.  Cer- 
tain significant  sites  or  areas  may  be  protected 
and  preserved  for  future  use  as  funds  become 
available. 

The  following  measures  apply  to  all  actions  in 
the  EIS  area  involving  ground  disturbance  or 
transfer  of  title.  Before  proposals  involving  sur- 
face disturbance  or  transfer  of  title  are  approved, 
site-specific  cultural  resource  evaluations  will  be 
completed  within  areas  which  have  not  been  pre- 
viously evaluated  for  cultural  remains.  A  Class  I 
literature  review,  as  well  as  a  Class  III  intensive 
field  inventory  or  an  adequate  Class  II  sample  sur- 
vey will  be  conducted  as  appropriate  (BLM  Man- 
ual 8111). 

If  any  historic  or  archaeological  properties  are 
found,  their  eligibility  for  inclusion  in  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places  will  be  determined  in 
consultation  with  the  State  Historic  Preservation 


Officer  (36  CFR  1204).  Whenever  feasible,  BLM 
will   avoid    impacts  to   significant  cultural    re- 
sources by  redesigning  or  relocating  the  project. 
If  impacts  are  unavoidable,  BLM  will  consult  with 
the  SHPO  to  develop  mitigating  measures  to  re- 
duce or  eliminate  adverse  impacts  to  significant 
cultural  resources.  BLM  will  consult  with  the  Advi- 
sory Council  on  Historic  Preservation  as  appropri- 
ate in  accordance  with  36  CFR  800.  In  addition, 
BLM  will  consult  with  appropriate  Native  Ameri- 
can groups  with  aboriginal  or  historic  ties  to  lands 
within     project     areas.     Impacts     to     cultural 
resources  will  be  mitigated  before  project  con- 
struction begins.  If  buried  cultural  remains  are 
found  during  construction,  the  construction  will 
stop  and  BLM  will  be  notified.  BLM  Manual  8141 
(Arizona  Supplement)  provides  details  on  agency- 
specific  guidelines  for  both  long-term  and  interim 
physical  and  administrative  protections  of  cul- 
tural resources.  These  measures  will  ensure  com- 
pliance with  the  National  Historic  Preservation 
Act  of  1966,  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  and  the  Archaeological  Resources  Protec- 
tion Act  of  1979. 
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APPENDIX  D: 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL  SITE  TYPES  WITHIN  THE 

WSAs  OF  THE  YUMA  DISTRICT 


Historic  Site 

A  historic  site  is  a  cultural  resource  which  can 
be  associated  with  the  period  of  written  records. 
In  Arizona,  historic  times  begin  with  Spanish  con- 
tact in  the  1500s  and  continue  to  the  present 
(although  the  National  Register  criteria  generally 
require  a  site  to  be  at  least  50  years  old  before  it 
can  be  considered  for  listing).  The  most  common 
historic  sites  in  the  area  include  primarily  various 
military  projects  and  sites  related  to  mining  activ- 
ities. 


Habitation  Site 

A  habitation  site  is  an  area  where  one  or  more 
families  once  resided  on  a  temporary  to  semi- 
permanent to  permanent  basis.  Such  sites  will 
contain  a  wide  variety  of  artifacts  and/or  features, 
including  cleared  areas  (house  areas  or  sleeping 
circles)  circular  rock  alignments,  trash  remains 
(usually  lithic  and  ceramic  scatters)  and  milling 
tools.  A  habitation  site  may  be  in  the  open  or  in 
a  rock  shelter. 


Lithic  Scatter 

A  lithic  scatter  is  a  type  of  prehistoric  site  which 
primarily  consists  of  chipped  stone  flakes,  cores 
and  hammerstones  scattered  on  the  ground. 
These  sites  may  also  include  more  refined  stone 
artifacts  such  as  scrapers,  knives  and  projectile 
points.  The  kinds  of  stone  present  are  usually 
rhyolites,  cherts,  basalts  and  quartzites  from  var- 
ious sources. 


Petroglyph  Site 

A  petroglyph  site  is  a  prehistoric  or  historic  site 
where  designs  and  figures  have  been  pecked  or 
scratched  onto  the  surface  of  rocks.  These  are 
commonly  present  on  boulders  and  cliff  faces 
near  springs  and  other  water  sources.  They  also 
are  present  at  many  seasonal  camps. 


Pictograph  Site 

A  pictograph  site  is  a  prehistoric  site  where 
designs  and  figures  have  been  painted  onto  rock 
surfaces.  Pictograph  paints  are  natural  pigments 
often  made  of  pulverized  minerals  mixed  with  veg- 
etable or  animal  oils.  Minerals  may  include  hemat- 
ite, kaolin,  copper  ores,  graphite  or  charcoal  and 
iron  oxide.  These  minerals  produce  pigments  of 
red,  white,  green,  blue,  black  and  yellow. 


Quarry  Site 

A  quarry  is  a  site  on  which  raw  stone  material 
was  procured.  The  initial  stages  of  processing 
these  materials  into  chipped  stone  tools  and  arti- 
facts were  also  undertaken  here. 


Rockshelter 

A  rockshelter  is  an  overhanging  cliff,  small  cave 
or  large  boulder  under  which  people  could  make 
a  temporary  camp.  Some  sites  were  seasonally 
occupied  and  have  evidence  of  being  used  by 
many  groups  over  a  long  time  period.  These  sites 
often  have  excellent  preservation  of  perishable 
artifacts  and  are  an  important  resource. 


Seasonal  Camp 

A  seasonal  camp  is  usually  a  site  characterized 
by  a  variety  of  artifacts  including  sherds,  lithics, 
groundstone  and  shell.  Often  these  sites  will  show 
evidence  of  architectural  structures  or  cooking 
features,  such  as  roasting  pits,  hearths,  or  rock 
rings.  It  is  theorized  that  many  of  these  sites  were 
utilized  to  exploit  resources  at  the  most  appropri- 
ate time  of  the  year. 
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Temporary  Camp 

A  temporary  camp  is  a  site  occupied  only  briefly 
for  a  limited  purpose  or  activity.  There  are  few 
associated  artifacts  and  little  evidence  of  architec- 
tural structures  or  cooking  features.  Many  of  the 
temporary  camps  in  the  WSAs  primarily  show  evi- 
dence of  food  collecting  and  processing  indi- 
cated by  the  presence  of  groundstone  artifacts. 


Geoglyphs 

Geoglyphs  are  usually  large  features  called 
earth  figures  on  the  earth  surface  which  incorpo- 
rate a  variety  of  natural  mediums.  These  features 
include  desert  pavement  manipulation,  rock  align- 
ments or  cairns,  mounds  of  gravel  and  upright 
stones.  Most  geoglyph  figures  are  related  to  cer- 
emonial activities. 


Trails,  Trail  Markers  and  Trail  Shrines  Cremation  Site 


Trails  are  pathways  along  which  people  travel 
between  two  or  more  places.  Trail  markers  or 
shrines  are  various  sized  piles  or  rocks  or  rock  ar- 
rangements associated  with  trail  systems  as  a 
form  of  communication  and  ceremonial  purposes 
for  travelers. 


A  cremation  site  is  a  place  where  I  ndian  peoples 
would  cremate  the  remains  of  their  dead.  These 
areas  often  display  concentrations  of  ash  and 
small  fragments  of  human  bone. 
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APPENDIX  E: 
NON-FEDERAL  MINERAL  ESTATE 

TABLE  A-3 
NON-FEDERAL  MINERAL  ESTATE  BY  WSA 


WSA 

Alternatives 

Wilderness 

Nonwilderness 

Crossman  Peak 

Proposed  Action/Partial 

Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

4,150 

6,680 

0 

2,530 

0 

6,680 

Mohave  Wash 

Proposed  Action/No 

Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
Partial 

0 
57,800 
25,720 

57,800 

0 

32,080 

Gibraltar 
Mountain 

Proposed  Action/Partial 

Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

6,390 

9,440 

0 

3,050 

0 

9,440 

Planet  Peak 

Proposed  Action/Partial 

Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

3,840 

3,840 

0 

0 

0 

3,840 

Swansea 

Proposed  Action/Partial 

Wilderness 
All  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

5,050 

13,120 

0 

8,070 

0 

13,120 

Source:    Yuma  District  Files 
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GLOSSARY 


NOTE:  The  following  abbreviations  are  used  in  this  EIS. 
Those  abbreviations  that  represent  terms  are 
defined  in  the  glossary. 

ACEC  area  of  critical  environmental  concern 

ADMR  Arizona  Department  of  Mineral  Resources 

AG&FD  Arizona  Game  and  Fish  Department 

AMP  allotment  management  plan 

APS  Arizona  Public  Service  Company 

AUM  animal  unit  month 

BLM  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

BR  Bureau  of  Reclamation 

EA  environmental  assessment 

EIS  environmental  impact  statement 

ESA  economic  study  area 

FWS  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

GSRM  Gila  and  Salt  River  Meridian 

HMAP  herd  management  plan 

HMP  habitat  management  plan 

IMP  interim  management  policy 

kV  kilovolt 

MSA  management  situation  analysis 

NRQ  National  Register  Quality 

NWPS  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System 

ONA  outstanding  natural  area 

ORV  off-road  vehicle 

PNV  potential  natural  vegetation 

RMP  resource  management  plan 

SBM  San  Bernardino  Meridian 

SHPO  State  Historic  Preservation  Office 

SMSAs         Standard  Metropolitan  Statistical  Areas 

Su  surface  mine 

Ug  underground  mine 

USDI  U.  S.  Department  of  the  Interior 

USGS  U.S.  Geological  Survey 

VDY  recreation  visitor  days  use  per  year 

VRM  visual  resource  management 

WSA  wilderness  study  area 


ACTIVITY  PLAN:  A  more  detailed  and  specific 
plan  or  program  of  actions  to  implement  RMP 
decisionsoversomespecified  time  period.  Ex- 
amples include  allotment  management  plan, 
recreation  area  management  plan  and  habitat 
management  plan. 

ADD-ON:  Public  lands  with  wilderness  character- 
istics, but  less  than  5,000  acres  in  size,  adja- 
cent to  other  public  lands  designated  as  wil- 
derness or  being  studied  for  designation. 


ADVERSE  EFFECT  (Cultural  Resources):  Altera- 
tion of  the  characteristics  which  contribute  to 
the  use(s)  determined  appropriate  for  a  cul- 
tural resourceorwhichqualifyacultural  prop- 
erty for  the  National  Register  to  such  a  degree 
that  the  appropriate  use(s)  are  diminished  or 
precluded  or  the  cultural  property  is  disqual- 
ified from  National  Register  eligibility.  Cri- 
teria in  the  regulations  of  the  Advisory  Coun- 
cil (36  CFR  Part  800)  guide  the  determination 
of  adverse  effects. 
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ALLOCATION:  The  division  of  limited  resource 
capabilities  or  supplies  among  the  competi- 
tors for  use. 

ALLOTMENT:  An  area  of  land  assigned  to  one  or 
more  livestock  operators  for  grazing  their 
their  livestock.  Allotments  generally  consist 
of  BLM  lands  but  many  also  include  state- 
owned  and  private  lands.  An  allotment  may 
include  one  or  more  separate  pastures.  Live- 
stock numbers  and  seasons  of  use  are  spec- 
ified for  each  allotment. 

ALLOTMENT  MANAGEMENT  PLAN  (AMP):  A 
livestock  grazing  management  plan  for  a  spe- 
cific allotment  based  on  multiple-use 
resource  management  objectives.  The  AMP 
considers  livestock  grazing  in  relation  to 
other  uses  of  the  range  and  in  relation  to 
renewable  resources  —  watershed,  vegeta- 
tion and  wildlife.  An  AMP  establishes  the  sea- 
sons of  use,  the  number  of  livestock  to  be  per- 
mitted on  the  range  and  the  rangeland 
developments  needed. 

ALLUVIAL  FAN:  The  alluvial  deposit  of  a  stream 
where  it  issues  from  a  gorge  upon  a  plain  or 
of  a  tributary  stream  at  its  junction  with  the 
main  stream  or  river  (see  ALLUVIUM). 

ALLUVIAL  TERRACE:  Pertaining  to  geologic 
deposits,  generally  unconsolidated,  that  are 
laid  down  by  a  river  or  stream.  Deposits  are 
formed  normally  where  the  slope  or  gradient 
becomes  less  steep. 

ALLUVIUM:  Clay,  silt,  sand  or  gravel  deposited 
by  running  water. 

ANIMAL  UNIT  (AU):  One  mature  (1,000  lb)  cow 
or  its  equivalent  (4  deer,  5  antelope,  5  bighorn 
sheep,  1.25  elk  or  1  horse)  based  upon  an 
average  daily  forage  consumption  of  26 
pounds  of  dry  matter  per  day. 

ANIMAL-UNIT  MONTH  (AUM):  The  amount  of 
forage  necessary  for  the  sustenance  of  one 
animal  for  one  month,  e.g.,  one  deer  for  one 
month  equals  one  deer  AUM. 

ANNUAL  PLANT:  A  plant  that  completes  its  life 
cycle  and  dies  in  one  year  or  less  (Range 
Term  Glossary  Committee,  1974). 

APPARENT  TREND:  Immediate  or  short-term 
tendency  (used  mainly  for  grazing  in  this 
RMP-EIS). 

AREA  OF  CRITICAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  CON- 
CERN (ACEC):  An  area  of  public  land  that 
requires  special  management  attention  in 
order  to  protect  and  prevent  irreparable  dam- 
age to  important  historic,  cultural  or  scenic 
values,  fish  and  wildlife  resources  or  other  nat- 
ural systems  or  processes,  or  to  protect  life 
and  safety  from  natural  hazards. 


AVOIDANCE:  A  potential  adverse  effect  is  pre- 
vented from  occurring  by  the  partial  or  com- 
plete redesign  or  relocation  of  a  proposed 
land  use. 

BACKGROUND:  The  area  visible  from  a  travel 
route,  use  area  or  other  observer  position 
from  a  minimum  of  3  to  5  miles  to  a  maximum 
of  about  15  miles  (used  in  visual  resources 
management). 

BAJADA:  Outwash  slope  at  the  base  of  a  moun- 
tain consisting  of  fragments  of  rock. 

BIGHORN  SHEEP  LAMBING  GROUNDS:  Areas 
where  bighorn  sheep  usually  go  to  give  birth 
—  usually  isolated  mountainous  areas. 

BIGHORN  SHEEP  YEARLONG  USE  AREA:  An 
area  of  land  a  bighorn  sheep  population  nor- 
mally ranges  over  in  pursuit  of  their  basic  life 
requirements:  food,  cover,  forage  and  space. 

BROWSE:  Tender  shoots,  twigs  and  leaves  of 
trees  and  shrubs  fit  for  food  for  cattle;  to 
graze. 

CARRYING  CAPACITY: 

1.  Ecology/wildlife  management)  —  The 
number  (or  weight)  of  organisms  of  a  given 
species  and  quality  that  can  survive  in  a  given 
ecosystem  (without  causing  deterioration  of 
that  ecosystem)  through  the  least  favorable 
environmental  conditions  that  occur  within  a 
stated  interval  of  time. 

2.  Recreation  management)  —  The  level  and 
type(s)  of  recreational  use  that  a  natural  or 
developed  area  can  provide  without  deterio- 
ration of  the  quality  of  the  recreation  experi- 
ence or  the  resource. 

CATCHMENT:  A  structure  built  to  collect  and 
retain  water. 

CATEGORICAL  EXCLUSION:  A  category  of 
actions  which  do  not  individually  or  cumula- 
tively have  a  significant  effect  on  the  human 
environment  and  which  have  been  found  to 
have  no  such  effect  and  for  which,  therefore, 
neither  an  environmental  assessment  nor  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  required. 
An  agency  may  decide  in  its  procedures  or 
otherwise,  to  prepare  environmental  assess- 
ments even  though  it  is  not  required  to  do  so. 
Any  procedures  under  this  section  shall  pro- 
vide for  extraordinary  circumstances  in 
which  a  normally  excluded  action  may  have 
a  significant  environmental  effect. 

CHANNEL:  An  open  conduit,  either  naturally  or 
artificially  created,  which  periodically  or  con- 
tinuously contains  moving  water  or  forms  a 
connecting  link  between  two  bodies  of  water. 
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CHANNEL  STABILITY:  A  relative  term  describ- 
ing erosion  or  movement  of  the  channel  walls 
or  bottom  due  to  overflow. 

CHERRYSTEMMED  ROAD:  A  road  that  enters 
but  does  not  pass  completely  through  a  wil- 
derness study  area. 

CLIMAX:  The  final  stage  of  plant  succession  that 
continues  to  occupy  an  area  as  long  as  cli- 
matic or  soil  conditions  remain  unchanged 
and  no  major  disturbances  occur. 

CLIMAXCOMMUNITY:  Highestecologicaldevel- 
opment  of  a  community  on  a  given  site  deter- 
mined primarily  by  climate  but  also  influ- 
enced by  soil,  topographic,  vegetative,  fire 
and  animal  factors. 

CLOSED  DESIGNATION:  Areas  and  trails  where 
the  use  of  motor  vehicles  is  permanently  or 
temporarily  prohibited. 

COMMUNITY:  A  group  of  plants  and  animals  liv- 
ing together  in  a  common  area  and  having 
close  interactions. 

CONSERVATION  FOR  FUTURE  USE:  A  cultural 
resource  will  be  separated  and  protected 
from  other  non-compatible  land  uses  and  pre- 
served in  place  because  (a)  that  particular 
site  type  is  scarce  or  unique,  (b)  its  informa- 
tion potential  cannot  be  realized  through 
available  archaeological  methods  or  (c)  it  rep- 
resents an  outstanding  example  of  a  particu- 
lar site  type. 

CONTRAST:  The  effect  of  a  striking  difference  in 
the  form,  line,  color  or  texture  of  the  land- 
scape features  within  the  area  being  viewed 
(used  in  visual  resources  management). 

COVER,  TOTAL  VEGETATIVE:  Percentage  of 
ground  area  covered  by  live  aerial  parts  of 
plants  and  mulch. 

CRITICAL  RANGE:  Range  on  which  a  species 
depends  for  survival;  there  are  no  alternative 
ranges  available  due  to  climatic  conditions  or 
other  limiting  factors.  Also  called  key  range 
or  crucial  range. 

CRITICAL  WILDLIFE  HABITAT:  The  area  of 
land,  water  and  airspace  required  for  the  nor- 
mal needs  and  survival  of  an  endangered  spe- 
cies. 

CRUCIAL  DESERT  BIGHORN  SHEEP  HABITAT: 
An  area  regularly  used  by  desert  bighorn 
sheep.  Because  of  the  decline  in  desert  big- 
horn sheep  populations  throughoutthesouth- 
west,  this  designation  was  used  with  a  liberal 
interpretation. 

CULTURAL  PROPERTY:  Any  definite  location  of 
past  human  activity,  habitation  or  use  identi- 


fied through  a  field  inventory  (see  below),  his- 
torical documentation  or  oral  evidence.  This 
term  may  include  a)  archaeological  or  his- 
toric sites,  structures  and  places  and  b)  sites 
or  places  of  traditional  cultural  or  religious 
importance  to  a  specific  group*,  whether  or 
not  represented  by  physical  remains.  Cul- 
tural properties  are  managed  through  a  use 
category  assigned  to  each  one;  categories 
range  from  experimentation  to  preservation 
in  place. 

CULTURAL  RESOURCES:  Those  fragile  and 
non-renewable  remains  of  human  activity, 
occupation  or  use  reflected  in  sites,  struc- 
tures, buildings,  objects,  artifacts,  ruins, 
works  of  art,  architecture  and  natural  features 
that  were  of  importance  in  human  events. 
These  resources  consist  of  1)  physical 
remains,  2)  areas  where  significant  human 
events  occurred  —  even  though  evidence  of 
the  event  no  longer  remains  and  3)  the  envi- 
ronment immediately  surrounding  the 
resource. 

CULTURAL  RESOURCE  INVENTORY:  Adescrip- 
tive  listing  and  documentation  including  pho- 
tographs and  maps  of  cultural  resources; 
included  are  the  processes  of  locating,  iden- 
tifying and  recording  sites,  structures,  build- 
ings, objects  and  districts  through  library  and 
archival  research,  information  from  persons 
knowledgeable  about  cultural  resources  and 
varying  levels  of  intensity  of  on-the-ground 
field  surveys. 

Class  I:  A  professionally  prepared  study  that 
compiles,  analyzes  and  synthesizes  all  avail- 
able data  on  cultural  resources.  Information 
sources  for  this  study  include  published  and 
unpublished  documents,  Bureau  inventory 
records,  institutional  site  files  and  state  and 
national  register  files.  Class  I  inventories  may 
have  prehistoric,  historic  and  ethnological/ 
sociological  elements.  These  inventories  are 
periodically  updated  to  include  new  data 
from  other  studies  and  Class  II  and  III  inven- 
tories (see  next  entries). 

Class  II:  A  professionally  conducted,  statisti- 
cally based  sample  survey  designed  to 
describe  the  probable  density,  diversity  and 
distribution  of  cultural  properties  found  in  a 
large  area.  This  is  accomplished  by  pro- 
jecting the  results  of  intensive  survey  carried 
out  over  limited  portions  of  the  target  area. 
Within  individual  sample  units,  survey  aims, 
methods  and  intensities  are  the  same  as 
those  applied  in  Class  III  inventory  (see 
below).  Class  II  inventory  may  be  conducted 
in  several  phases  using  different  sample  de- 
signs to  improve  statistical  reliability. 
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Class  III:  A  professionally  conducted  inten- 
sive survey  of  an  entire  target  area  aimed  at 
locating  and  recording  all  visible  cultural 
properties.  This  survey  is  accomplished 
through  systematic  inspections  commonly 
carried  out  by  a  crew  of  trained  observers 
who  walk  a  series  of  close-interval  parallel 
transects  until  the  area  has  been  thoroughly 
examined. 

CULTURAL  RESOURCE  SITE:  A  physical  loca- 
tion of  past  human  activities  or  events.  Cul- 
tural resource  sites  are  extremely  variable  in 
size  and  range  from  the  location  of  a  single 
cultural  resource  object  to  a  cluster  of  cul- 
tural resource  structures  with  associated 
objects  and  features.  Prehistoric  and  historic 
sites  which  are  recorded  as  cultural 
resources  have  sociocultural  or  scientific 
values. 

CURRENT  SCIENTIFIC  USE:  A  cultural  resource 
is  the  subject  of  an  ongoing  scientific  or  his- 
torical study  at  the  time  of  evaluation. 

CUSTODIAL  GRAZING  MANAGEMENT  ("C" 
Category):  A  limited  form  of  rangeland  man- 
agement employed  when  the  percentage  of 
public  lands  is  small,  there  is  limited  oppor- 
tunity or  potential  for  improvement  or  when 
public  land  is  scheduled  to  be  transferred 
from  public  ownership  or  when  conditions 
are  not  conducive  to  other  management. 
Under  custodial  management,  an  allottee  is 
not  required  to  follow  a  specified  grazing  sys- 
tem. BLM  licenses  custodial  allotments  only 
for  the  capacity  of  the  public  land  but  does 
not  control  overall  livestock  numbers,  e.g., 
does  not  assign  AUMs. 

DEFERRED-ROTATION  GRAZING:  Moving  live- 
stock to  various  parts  of  a  range  in  succeed- 
ing years  or  seasons  to  provide  for  seed  pro- 
duction, plant  vigor  and  for  seedling  growth. 

DESERTPAVEMENT:  A nearlyflatdesertsoil sur- 
face consisting  of  a  thin  layer  of  pebbles  cov- 
ered with  dark-brown  varnish  or  iron  and  man- 
ganese oxides. 

DESIGNATED  CORRIDOR:  A  linearareaof  land 
with  defined  and  recognized  boundaries  and 
capacities  having  ecological,  technical,  eco- 
nomic, social  or  similar  advantages  over 
other  areas  for  the  present  or  future  location 
of  rights-of-way  and  which  have  been  identi- 
fied and  designated  by  legal  public  notice 

ECOSYSTEM:  A  complex  self-sustaining  natural 
system  which  includes  living  and  nonliving 
components  of  the  environment  and  the  cir- 
culation of  matterand  energy  between  organ- 
isms and  their  environment. 


EFFECT  (Cultural  Resources):  Any  change  in  the 
characteristics  which  contribute  to  the  use(s) 
determined  appropriate  for  a  cultural 
resource  or  to  the  qualities  that  qualify  a  cul- 
tural propertyforthe  National  Register.  Deter- 
mination of  effect  is  guided  by  criteria  in  the 
regulations  of  the  Advisory  Council,  36  CFR 
Part  800. 

ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT  (EA):  The 
procedure  for  analyzing  the  impacts  of  some 
proposed  action  on  a  given  environment  and 
the  documentation  of  the  analysis.  An  EA  is 
similar  to  an  environmental  impact  statement 
(EIS)  but  is  generally  smaller  in  scope.  An  EA 
may  be  preliminary  to  an  EIS. 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT  (EIS): 
A  written  analysis  of  the  impacts  on  the  envi- 
ronment of  a  proposed  project  or  resource 
management  plan. 

EPHEMERAL  GRAZING:  Seasonal  livestock  use 
of  annual  plants  (see  Annual  Plants). 

EROSION:  The  wearing  away  of  the  soil  and  sur- 
face by  running  water,  wind,  ice  or  other  geo- 
logical agents. 

EVALUATION  (Cultural  Resources):  The  analy- 
sis of  cultural  resource  inventory  records,  the 
application  of  professional  judgment  to  iden- 
tify characteristics  that  contribute  to  possible 
uses  for  recorded  cultural  resources,  and  the 
recommendation  of  appropriate  use(s)  for 
each  resource  or  group  of  resources.  Na- 
tional Register  eligibility  criteria,  36  CFR  Part 
60,  are  interpreted  through  or  with  reference 
to  Bureau  evaluation  criteria. 

EXOTIC:  Notnativetotheplacewherefound; per- 
tains to  plants  and  animals  in  this  EIS. 

EXTENSIVE  RECREATION  MANAGEMENT 
AREA:  In  these  areas,  significant  recreation 
opportunities  and  problems  are  limited  and 
intensive  recreation  management  is  not 
required.  Minimal  management  actions 
related  to  the  Bureau's  stewardship  responsi- 
bilities are  adequate  in  these  areas. 

FEDERAL  LAND  POLICY  AND  MANAGEMENT 
ACT  OF  1976  (FLPMA):  Public  Law  94-579, 
which  gives  BLM  the  legal  authority  to  estab- 
lish public  land  policy,  to  establish  guidelines 
for  administering  such  policy  and  to  provide 
for  the  management,  protection,  develop- 
ment and  enhancement  of  the  public  lands. 

FEDERAL  LANDS:  Lands  owned  by  the  United 
States,  without  reference  to  how  the  lands 
wereacquiredorwhich  federal  agency  admin- 
isters the  lands,  including  mineral  or  coal 
estates  underlying  private  surface. 
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FLOODPLAIN:  The  nearly  level  alluvial  plain  that 
borders  a  stream  or  river  and  is  subject  to 
inundation  during  high  water  periods;  the  rel- 
atively flat  area  or  lowlands  adjoining  a  body 
of  standing  or  flowing  water  which  has  been 
or  might  be  covered  by  floodwaters. 

FORAGE:  All  browse  and  herbaceous  food  avail- 
able to  and  usable  by  grazing  animals.  Forage 
value  varies  with  palatability,  nutritive  con- 
tent, productivity,  availability,  season  of  use, 
type  of  animal  being  grazed,  etc. 

FORBS:  Herbs  other  than  grass;  pertains  to  graz- 
ing and  wildlife  habitat. 

FOREGROUND-MIDDLEGROUND:  The  area 
visible  from  a  travel  route,  use  area  or  other 
observer  position  to  a  distance  of  three  to  five 
miles  (used  in  visual  resources  manage- 
ment). 

FLYWAY:  An  established  air  route  of  migratory 
birds. 

GRANDFATHERED  USE:  A  mineral,  grazing  or 
right-of-way  use  that  was  on  the  land  on  the 
date  that  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Man- 
agement Act  was  approved  (FLPMA;  October 
21, 1976).  Under  BLM's  Interim  Management 
Policy  and  Guidelines  for  Lands  Under  Wil- 
derness Review  (BLM,  1979),  grandfathered 
uses  may  continue  on  lands  under  wilderness 
review  in  the  same  manner  and  degree  as  on 
the  date  of  FLPMA's  approval,  even  if  such 
uses  impair  wilderness  suitability.  These 
uses,  however,  must  be  regulated  to  ensure 
that  they  do  not  unnecessarily  degrade  these 
lands. 

GRAZING  PREFERENCE:  The  total  number 
(active  and  suspended  non-use)  of  animal- 
unit  months  of  livestock  grazing  on  public 
land  apportioned  and  attached  to  base  prop- 
erty owned  or  controlled  by  a  permittee. 

HABITAT:  The  place  where  an  animal  or  plant 
normally  lives,  often  characterized  by  a  dom- 
inant plant  and  co-dominant  form  (pinyon 
juniper  habitat). 

HABITAT  MANAGEMENT  PLAN:  A  written  and 
officially  approved  plan  for  a  specific  geogra- 
phic area  which  identifies  wildlife  habitat  and 
related  objectives,  establishes  the  sequence 
of  actions  for  achieving  objectives  and  out- 
lines procedures  for  evaluating  accomplish- 
ments. 

HUNTER  DAY:  One  person  hunting  during  any 
part  of  one  day. 

IMPROVE  GRAZING  MANAGEMENT  ("I"  Cate- 
gory): A  form  of  grazing  management  for  ran- 
geland  in  unsatisfactory  condition  that  has 


production  potential  higher  than  present  lev- 
els, but  also  has  resource-use  conflicts  or  un- 
satisfactory management.  BLM  intensively 
monitors  the  range  to  detect  the  results  of 
"improve  grazing  management."  Allotment 
plans  are  implemented. 

INHOLDINGS:  State  or  privately-owned  land 
inside  a  wilderness  study  area. 

INSIDE  THE  LEVEE:  Lands  between  the  flood 
control  levee  and  the  river. 

INTENSIVE  RECREATION  OPPORTUNITIES: 
Concentrated  or  exhaustive  use  of  recreation 
resources. 

INTENSIVE  MANAGEMENT:  Managing  vegeta- 
tion or  other  resources  through  a  system  to 
obtain  desired  results. 

INTERIM  MANAGEMENT  POLICY  AND  GUIDE- 
LINES FOR  LANDS  UNDER  WILDERNESS 
REVIEW  (IMP):  A  BLM  document,  dated 
December  12, 1979,  which  defines  the  policy 
for  management  of  wilderness  study  areas  so 
as  not  to  impair  their  suitability  for  preserva- 
tion as  wilderness.  The  IMP  will  apply  to  these 
lands  until  Congress  determines  whether  or 
not  they  are  to  be  designated  wilderness. 

KNOWN  GEOLOGIC  STRUCTURES  (KGS): 
Areas  known  to  contain  producible  oil  and 
gas  deposits. 

LEASABLE  MINERALS:  Minerals  such  as  coal, 
oil  shale,  oil  and  gas,  phosphate,  potash, 
sodium,  geothermal  resources  and  all  other 
minerals  that  may  be  acquired  under  the  Min- 
eral Leasing  Act  of  1920,  as  amended. 

LEASE:  An  instrument  through  which  interests 
are  transferred  from  one  party  to  another,  sub- 
ject to  certain  obligations  and  considera- 
tions. 

LEGAL  DESCRIPTION:  The  description  of  a  par- 
ticular parcel  of  land  according  to  the  official 
plat  of  its  cadastral  survey,  including  Town- 
ship, Range  and  Section  numbers. 

LOCATABLE  MINERALS:  Any  valuable  mineral 
that  is  not  salable  or  leasable,  including  gold, 
silver,  copper,  tungsten  and  uranium,  etc. 
(Maley  1983). 

LONG-TERM:  Upto20yearsfollowing  the  begin- 
ning of  the  implementation  phase  for  the 
RMP. 

LONG-TERM  IMPACTS:  Impacts  occurring  5  to 
20  years  or  more  following  implementation  of 
action. 

MAINTAIN  GRAZING  MANAGEMENT  ('^"Cate- 
gory): A  form  of  grazing  management  for  ran- 
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geland  already  in  satisfactory  condition  that 
provides  for  no  special  programs  or  change 
in  existing  impact.  Under  maintained  manage- 
ment, BLM  monitors  the  range  to  detect  unde- 
sirable conditions.  Allotment  management 
plans  can  be  implemented  if  desired. 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLANS  (MFPs): 
The  1975  land  use  plans  for  public  lands  in 
the  Yuma  District  that  provide  a  set  of  goals, 
objectives  and  constraints  for  a  specific  plan- 
ning area  to  guide  the  development  of 
detailed  plans  for  the  management  of  each 
resource. 

MANAGEMENT  SITUATION  ANALYSIS  (MSA): 
A  step  in  the  BLM  planning  process  that  iden- 
tifies existing  management,  physical 
resources  and  opportunities  to  meet  the 
needs,  concerns  and  issues  identified 
through  resource  management  planning. 
The  MSA  results  in  a  reference  document, 
which  is  kept  in  the  resource  area  office.  The 
MSA  document  is  open  for  public  inspection 
but  is  not  distributed  to  the  public. 

MANAGEMENT  USE:  A  cultural  resource  is  used 
for  controlled  experimental  study  which 
would  result  in  its  physical  alteration.  This 
study  is  conducted  to  obtain  specific  informa- 
tion on  a)  the  kinds  and  rates  of  natural  and 
human-caused  deterioration  or  b)  the  effec- 
tiveness of  protection  measures. 

MIDDENS:  A  refuse  area  associated  with  villages 
or  camps  (Cultural  Resources);  a  dunghill 
(Wildlife  Habitat). 

MINERAL  ENTRY:  The  location  of  mining  claims 
by  an  individual  to  protect  his  right  to  a  val- 
uable mineral. 

MINERAL  ESTATE:  Mineral  ownership. 

MINIMUM  TOOL:  The  requirement  in  BLM's  Wil- 
derness Management  Policy  that  the  min- 
imum tools  necessary  be  used  for  manage- 
ment actions  in  designated  wilderness  areas. 

MITIGATION:  The  lessening  of  a  potential 
adverseeffect  by  applying  appropriate  protec- 
tion measures,  the  recovery  of  cultural 
resource  data  or  other  measures. 

MITIGATION  MEASURES:  Methods  or  proce- 
dures committed  to  by  BLM  for  the  purpose 
of  reducing  or  lessening  the  impacts  of  an 
action. 

MULTIPLE-USE:  The  management  of  public 
lands  and  their  various  resource  values  so 
that  they  are  used  in  the  combination  that  will 
best  meet  present  and  future  public  needs. 


NATIONAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  POLICY  ACT 
(NEPA)  OF  1969:  A  law  enacted  on  January 
1,  1970,  that  established  a  national  policy  to 
maintain  conditions  under  which  man  and 
nature  can  exist  in  productive  harmony  and 
fulfill  the  social,  economic  and  other  require- 
ments of  present  and  future  generations  of 
Americans.  Itestablished  the  Council  on  Envi- 
ronmental Quality  for  coordinating  environ- 
mental matters  at  the  federal  level  and  to 
serve  as  advisor  to  the  President  on  such  mat- 
ters. The  law  made  all  federal  actions  and  pro- 
posals which  could  have  significant  impact 
on  the  environment  subject  to  review  by  fed- 
eral, state  and  local  environmental  authori- 
ties. 

NATIONAL  HISTORIC  PRESERVATION  ACT 
(NHPA):  The  primary  federal  law  providing 
for  the  protection  and  preservation  of  our  cul- 
tural resources.  Making  it  a  national  policy  to 
preserve  our  cultural  heritage,  NHPA  estab- 
lished the  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places,  the  Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Pres- 
ervation and  State  Historic  Preservation  Offi- 
cers. 

NATIONAL  REGISTER  OF  HISTORIC  PLACES 
(NRHP):  A  list  of  districts,  sites,  buildings, 
structures  and  objects  significant  in  Ameri- 
can history,  architecture,  archeology  and  cul- 
ture maintained  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte- 
rior. Expanded  as  authorized  by  Section  2(b) 
of  the  Historic  Sites  Act  of  1935  (16  U.S.C. 
462)  and  Section  1 01  (a)  (1 )  (A)  of  the  National 
Historic  Preservation  Act. 

NATIONAL  REGISTER  QUALITY  SITE:  A  cul- 
tural resource  site  determined  to  be  eligible 
for  nomination  to  the  National  Register  of  His- 
toric Places  by  virtue  of  its  local,  state  or 
national  significance. 

NATIVE  AMERICAN  VALUES:  Native  Americans 
hold  specific  and  traditional  values  for  sites 
or  areas  which  may  not  contain  cultural  arti- 
fact or  feature  remains.  Such  sites  or  areas 
include  but  are  not  limited  to  places  where 
hunting  or  gathering  has  occurred,  or  special 
areas  considered  sacred  in  their  religious 
beliefs.  Specific  mountains  are  commonly 
held  by  certain  Native  American  tribes  as 
sacred  areas.  In  some  cases,  a  specific  place 
or  rock  is  considered  a  sacred  area. 

NATURAL  AREA:  Lands  managed  for  a)  reten- 
tion of  their  typical  orunusual  plant  or  animal 
types,  associations  or  other  biotic  phenom- 
ena or  b)  their  outstanding  scenic,  geologic, 
soil  or  aquatic  features  or  processes. 
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NATURALNESS:  Appearing  to  be  affected  pri- 
marily by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  human 
influence  largely  unnoticeable. 

OFF-ROAD  VEHICLE  (ORV):  Any  motorized, 
tracked  or  wheeled  vehicle  designed  for 
crosscountry  travel  over  any  type  of  natural 
terrain.  Exclusions  (from  Executive  Order 
11644,  as  amended  by  Executive  Order 
11989)  are  nonamphibious  registered  motor- 
boats,  any  military,  fire,  emergency,  or  law  en- 
forcement vehicle  while  being  used  for  emer- 
gency purposes,  any  vehicle  whose  use  is 
expressly  authorized  by  the  authorizing  offi- 
cer or  otherwise  officially  approved,  vehicles 
in  official  use,  and  any  combat  support  vehi- 
cle in  times  of  national  defense  emergencies. 

OFF-ROAD  VEHICLE  DESIGNATIONS: 

Open  —  Designated  areas  and  trails  where 
ORVs  may  be  operated  (subject  to  operating 
regulations  and  vehicle  standards  set  forth  in 
BLM  Manuals  8341  and  8343). 

Limited  —  Designated  areas  and  trails  where 
the  use  of  ORVs  is  subject  to  restrictions, 
such  as  limiting  the  number  or  types  of  vehi- 
cles allowed,  dates  and  times  of  use  (sea- 
sonal restrictions);  limiting  use  to  existing 
roads  and  trails  or  limiting  use  to  designated 
roads  and  trails.  Combinations  of  restrictions 
are  possible,  such  as  limiting  use  to  certain 
types  of  vehicles  during  certain  times  of  the 
year. 

Closed  —  Designated  areas  and  trails  where 
the  use  of  ORVs  is  permanently  or  temporar- 
ily prohibited.  Emergency  use  of  vehicles  is 
allowed. 

100-YEAR  FLOODPLAIN:  Low  lands  and  rela- 
tively flat  areas  adjacent  to  a  water  body  that 
are  subject  to  a  1  %  or  greater  chance  of  flood- 
ing in  any  given  year,  usually  between  the  lev- 
ees. 

OUTSIDE  THE  LEVEE:  Lands  protected  from  the 
river  by  the  flood  control  levee. 

OUTSTANDING:  Standing  out  among  others  of 
its  kind;  conspicuous,  prominent  or  superior 
to  others  of  its  kind,  distinguished  or  excel- 
lent as  used  in  the  description  of  wilderness 
characteristics. 

OUTSTANDING  NATURAL  AREAS:  Natural 
areas  established  to  preserve  scenic  values 
and  areas  of  natural  wonder. 

PERENNIAL  GRAZING:  Yearlong  livestock  use. 

PERENNIAL  PLANT:  One  with  a  life  cycle  of 
three  or  more  years. 


PLACER  DEPOSIT:  An  alluvial  orglacial  deposit, 
as  of  sand  or  gravel,  containing  particles  of 
gold  or  other  valuable  minerals. 

PREDATION:  The  act  of  preying  on  other  ani- 
mals; food  is  obtained  by  killing  and  consum- 
ing animals. 

PRELIMINARILY  SUITABLE  (WSAs):  A  wilder- 
ness recommendation  made  at  any  stage 
prior  to  the  time  when  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  reports  his  recommendations  to  the 
President.  Until  the  Secretary  acts,  the  recom- 
mendation is  "preliminary"  because  it  is  sub- 
ject to  change  during  administrative  review. 

PRIMITIVE  RECREATION:  Non-motorized  out- 
door recreation  that  requires  undeveloped 
areas,  e.g.,  those  areas  with  wilderness  oppor- 
tunities. 

PRIMITIVE  RECREATION  OPPORTUNITY: 
Opportunity  for  isolation  from  the  sights  and 
sounds  of  human  beings.  Opportunity  to  feel 
a  part  of  the  natural  environment  and  to  use 
outdoor  skills. 

PRIORITY  USE  AREA:  An  area  where  a  particu- 
lar resource,  such  as  wildlife  habitat,  would 
receive  management  emphasis  or  priority. 
The  areas  are  either  unique,  significant  or 
best-suited  for  the  development,  manage- 
ment, use  or  protection  of  a  resource.  The 
principles  of  multiple  use  and  sustained  yield 
would  be  maintained  in  each  priority  use 
area.  Many  different  uses  would  be  allowed 
in  these  areas  but  the  priority  use  would  have 
the  most  emphasis.  Other  land  uses  would 
have  limits  placed  on  them  to  prevent  con- 
flicts with  the  priority  resource.  In  some 
instances,  a  use  totally  incompatible  with  the 
priority  resource  would  be  excluded. 

PRIORITY  WILDLIFE  SPECIES:  See  Species, 
Priority  Wildlife. 

PROPOSED  LAND  USE:  Any  use  of  lands  or 
resources  which  requires  an  authorized  offi- 
cer's formal  approval,  whether  proposed  by 
the  Bureau  or  by  an  outside  applicant  (used 
in  cultural  resources). 

PUBLIC  LAND:  Vacant,  unappropriated  and 
unreserved  lands  that  never  leftfederal  owner- 
ship; also,  lands  in  federal  ownership 
obtained  in  exchange  for  public  lands  or  for 
timber  on  public  lands.  Land  administered  by 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION:  Part  of  BLM's  plan- 
ning system  that  provides  the  opportunity  for 
citizens  as  individuals  or  groups  to  express 
local,  regional  and  national  perspectives  and 
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concerns  in  the  rule  making,  decisionmaking, 
inventory  and  planning  processes  for  public 
lands.  This  includes  public  meetings,  hear- 
ings or  advisory  boards  or  panels  that  may 
review  resource  management  proposals  and 
offer  suggestions  or  criticisms  for  the  various 
alternatives  considered. 

PUBLIC  USE:  A  cultural  property  is  eligible  for 
consideration  as  an  interpretive  exhibit-in- 
place,  a  subject  of  supervised  participation  in 
scientific  or  historical  study,  a  subject  of 
unsupervised  collecting  under  permit  or 
related  educational  and  recreational  uses  by 
members  of  the  general  public. 

RANGE  (RANGELAND):  Land  dominated  by 
vegetation  that  can  be  grazed  or  browsed  and 
whose  husbandry  is  provided  routinely 
through  grazing  management  instead  of  ren- 
ovations or  cultural  treatment  (Range  Term 
Glossary  Committee,  1974). 

RANGE  CONDITION:  The  present  state  of  vege- 
tation of  a  range  site  in  relation  to  the  climax 
plant  community  of  that  site.  Range  condition 
is  basically  an  ecological  rating  of  the  plant 
community.  Air-dry  weight  is  the  unit  of  mea- 
sure used  in  comparing  the  composition  and 
production  of  the  present  plant  community 
with  that  of  the  climax  community. 

RANGE  CONDITION  TREND:  Direction  of 
change,  whether  stable,  toward  (upward)  or 
away  (downward)  from  the  site's  potential. 

RANGE  IMPROVEMENT:  A  structure,  develop- 
ment or  treatment  used  to  rehabilitate,  pro- 
tect or  improve  the  public  lands  to  enhance 
the  range  resource. 

RANGELAND  MONITORING  PROGRAM:  A  pro- 
gram designed  to  measure  changes  in  plant 
composition,  ground  cover,  animal  popula- 
tions and  climatic  conditions  on  the  public 
rangeland.  Vegetation  studies  are  used  to 
monitor  changes  in  rangeland  condition  and 
determine  the  reason  for  any  changes  that 
are  occurring.  The  vegetation  studies  consist 
of  actual  use,  utilization  trend  and  climatic 
conditions. 

RAPTOR:  Birds  of  prey  with  sharp  talons  and 
strongly  curved  beaks,  e.g.,  hawks,  owls,  vul- 
tures, eagles. 

RECREATION  AND  PUBLIC  PURPOSES  ACT 
(R&PP):  This  act  authorizes  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  lease  or  convey  public  lands 
for  recreational  and  public  purposes  under 
specified  conditions  of  states  or  their  political 
subdivisions  and  to  non-profit  corporations 
and  associations. 


RECREATIONAL  OPPORTUNITY:  Those  out- 
door recreational  activities  which  offer  satis- 
faction in  a  particular  physical,  social  and 
management  setting  in  the  EIS  area.  These 
activities  are  primarily  hunting,  fishing,  wild- 
life viewing,  photography,  boating  and  camp- 
ing. 

RECREATION  VISITOR  DAY:  An  aggregation  of 
12  visitor  hours.  A  visitor  hour  is  the  presence 
of  one  or  more  persons  on  land  and  water  for 
outdoor  recreation  for  periodstotaling  60  min- 
utes; for  example,  one  person  for  one  hour, 
two  persons  for  one-half  hour  each,  and  so 
on. 

RESEARCH  NATURAL  AREA  (RNA):  A  natural 
area  established  and  maintained  for  research 
and  education,  which  may  include  (a)  typical 
or  unusual  plant  or  animal  types,  associa- 
tions or  other  biotic  phenomena  or  (b)  char- 
acteristic or  outstanding  geologic,  soil  or 
aquatic  features  or  processes.  The  public 
may  be  excluded  or  restricted  from  such 
areas  to  protect  studies. 

RESOURCE  AREA:  The  smallest  administrative 
subdivision  of  a  BLM  district. 

RESOURCE-BASED  RECREATION:  Recreation 
relating  to  the  natural  features  of  the  land. 

REST-ROTATION  GRAZING:  A  grazing  system 
in  which  one  part  of  the  range  is  left  ungrazed 
for  an  entire  year  or  longer,  while  other  parts 
are  grazed  for  a  portion  or  all  of  a  growing 
season. 

RIPARIAN  AREA:  An  area  where  the  vegetation 
shows  the  effects  of  open  water  or  water  very 
close  to  the  surface  of  the  ground.  This 
includes  the  shores  of  lakes  and  reservoirs, 
intermittent  or  perennial  streams,  desert 
washes,  springs  and  rivers. 

RIPARIAN  COMMUNITIES:  Vegetative  commu- 
nities found  in  association  with  either  open 
water  or  water  close  to  the  surface.  In  the  Des- 
ert Southwest  this  vegetation  includes  cotton- 
wood,  willow,  ironwood  and  blue  paloverde 
trees. 

RIPARIAN  HABITAT,  AQUATIC  (STREAM- 
SIDE):  Vegetative  communities  found  in  asso- 
ciation with  streams  (both  perennial  and  inter- 
mittent), lakes,  ponds  and  other  open  water. 
This  unique  habitat  is  crucial  to  the  continued 
existence  of  the  fish  species  known  to  occur. 
Streamside  vegetation  maintains  high-water 
tables,  stabilizes  streambanks,  creates  qual- 
ity fishery  habitat  and  maintains  water  qual- 
ity. It  is  also  essential  to  most  terrestrial  wild- 
life species. 
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RIPARIAN  HABITAT,  TERRESTRIAL:  Vegetative 
communities  found  in  association  with  either 
open  water  or  water  close  to  the  surface 
includes  such  habitat  features  as  willow  and 
cottonwood  trees,  salt  cedar  and  mesquite 
trees.  This  unique  habitat  is  crucial  to  the  con- 
tinued existence  of  the  majority  of  the  terres- 
trial wildlife  species  known  to  occur  in  the  dis- 
trict. 

ROAD:  Vehicle  routes  which  have  been  improved 
and  maintained  by  mechanical  means  to 
ensure  relatively  regular  and  continuous  use. 
A  way  maintained  solely  by  the  passage  of 
vehicles  does  not  constitute  a  road  (see  Ve- 
hicle Way). 

RUNOFF:  The  water  that  flows  on  the  land  sur- 
face from  an  area  in  response  to  rainfall  or 
snowmelt.  As  used  in  this  EIS,  runoff  from  an 
area  becomes  streamflow  when  it  reaches  a 
channel. 

SALABLE  MINERALS:  Minerals  such  as  com- 
mon varieties  of  sand,  stone,  gravel,  pumicite 
and  clay  that  may  be  acquired  under  the  Mate- 
rials Act  of  1947,  as  amended. 

SCENIC  QUALITY:  The  degree  of  harmony,  con- 
trast and  variety  within  a  landscape  (used  in 
visual  resources  management). 

SCOPING  PROCESS:  An  early  and  open  pro- 
cess for  determining  the  scope  of  issues  to 
be  addressed  and  for  identifying  the  signifi- 
cant issues  related  to  a  proposed  action. 
Scoping  may  involve  public  meetings,  field 
interviews  with  representatives  of  agencies 
and  interest  groups,  discussions  with  re- 
source specialists  and  managers,  written 
comments  in  response  to  news  releases, 
direct  mailings  and  articles  about  the  pro- 
posed action  and  scoping  meetings. 

SEMIPRIMITIVE  MOTORIZED  RECREATION 
OPPORTUNITY:  Opportunity  to  use  motor- 
ized equipment  in  areas  with  some  opportu- 
nity for  isolation  from  the  sights  and  sounds 
of  human  beings.  Isolation  is  not  as  important 
in  semiprimitive  opportunities  as  it  is  in  prim- 
itive opportunities.  Opportunity  for  a  high 
degree  of  interaction  with  the  natural  environ- 
ment, moderate  challenge  and  risk,  and  use 
of  outdoor  skills. 

SEMIPRIMITIVE  NONMOTORIZED  RECRE- 
ATION OPPORTUNITY:  Opportunity  for  rec- 
reation without  motorized  equipment  in  areas 
with  some  opportunity  for  isolation  from  the 
sights  and  sounds  of  human  beings.  Isolation 
is  not  as  important  in  semiprimitive  opportu- 
nities as  it  is  in  primitive  opportunities.  Op- 


portunity for  a  high  degree  of  interaction  with 
the  natural  environment,  moderate  challenge 
and  risk,  and  use  of  outdoor  skills. 

SENSITIVE  SPECIES:  See  Species,  Sensitive. 

SHERD:  A  fragment  of  a  pottery  vessel. 

SHORT-TERM:  The  period  of  time  needed  to 
implement  management's  decisions  follow- 
ing the  completion  of  the  EIS,  approximately 
five  years. 

SHORT-TERM  IMPACTS:  Temporary  impacts 
lasting  less  than  five  years  and  expected  to 
occur  during  or  immediately  following  imple- 
mentation of  action. 

SIGNIFICANCE:  A  high  degree  of  importance  as 
indicated  by  either  quantitative  measure- 
ments or  qualitative  judgments.  Significant 
issues  and  impacts  require  explicit  consider- 
ation in  the  preparation  of  a  plan.  Signifi- 
cance may  be  determined  by  evaluating  char- 
acteristics pertaining  to  location,  extent, 
consequence  and  duration  of  an  action  or 
impact. 

SIKES  ACT  —  (Public  Law  93-452):  An  Act 
passed  to  expand  the  authority  for  carrying 
out  conservation  and  rehabilitation  programs 
on  public  lands.  Provides  for  the  develop- 
ment of  comprehensive  plans  for  conserva- 
tion and  rehabilitation  programs  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  in  consultation  with  state 
agencies.  It  also  provides  for  entering  into 
cooperative  agreements  between  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  and  state  agencies  for  the 
management  of  wildlife  habitat  on  public 
lands. 

SOCIO-CULTURAL  USE:  A  social  and/or  cul- 
tural group  perceives  that  a  cultural  resource, 
place,  structure  or  geographic  location  has 
characteristics  which  help  to  maintain  the 
group's  heritage  or  identity. 

SOIL  HORIZON:  A  layer  of  soil,  approximately 
parallel  to  the  surface,  that  has  distinct  char- 
acteristics produced  by  soil-forming  pro- 
cesses. 

SOLITUDE:  The  state  of  being  alone  or  remote 
from  habitations;  isolation  or  a  lonely,  unfre- 
quented or  secluded  place  as  used  in  describ- 
ing wilderness  opportunities. 

SPECIAL  FEATURES:  Resources  that  are  not 
required  for  an  area  to  be  designated  wilder- 
ness but  that  are  considered  in  assessing  the 
wilderness  potential  of  an  area.  Such  values 
include  ecologic,  geologic  and  otherfeatures 
of  scientific,  educational,  scenic  or  historic 
value. 
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SPECIAL  RECREATION  MANAGEMENT  AREA 
(SRMA):  Areas  requiring  explicit  recreation 
management  to  achieve  the  Bureau's  recre- 
ation objectives  and  to  provide  specific  recre- 
ation opportunities.  Special  management 
areas  are  identified  in  the  RMP,  which  also 
defines  the  management  objectives  for  the 
area.  BLM's  recreation  investments  are  con- 
centrated in  these  areas. 

SPECIES,  ENDANGERED:  An  animal  or  plant 
whose  prospects  of  survival  and  reproduc- 
tion are  in  immediate  jeopardy,  and  as  further 
defined  by  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of 
1973,  as  amended. 

SPECIES  COMPOSITION:  Proportions  of  var- 
ious plant  species  in  relation  to  the  total  on 
a  given  area;  may  be  expressed  in  percent- 
ages based  on  weight,  crown  cover  or  basal 
intercept. 

SPECIES,  PRIORITY  WILDLIFE:  Those  fish  and 
wildlife  species  listed  or  proposed  for  listing 
by  a  state  wildlife  agency  or  the  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  as  endangered,  threatened  or 
sensitive  candidate;  and  species  of  signifi- 
cant economic  or  recreational  value. 

SPECIES,  SENSITIVE:  A  designation  which  is  (1) 
applied  to  species  not  yet  officially  listed  but 
which  are  undergoing  a  status  review  or  are 
proposed  for  listing  according  to  Federal  Reg- 
ister notices  published  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  or,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  or  in 
accordance  with  comparable  state  docu- 
ments published  by  state  officials;  (2)  applied 
to  species  whose  populations  are  consis- 
tently small  and  widely  dispersed  or  whose 
ranges  are  restricted  to  a  few  localities,  such 
that  any  appreciable  reduction  in  numbers, 
habitat  availability,  or  habitat  condition  might 
lead  toward  extinction  or  (3)  applied  to  spe- 
cies whose  numbers  are  declining  so  rapidly 
that  official  listing  may  become  necessary  as 
a  conservation  measure. 

SPECIES,  THREATENED:  Any  species  which  is 
likely  to  become  an  endangered  species 
within  the  foreseeable  future  throughout  all 
or  a  significant  portion  of  its  range,  and  as  is 
further  defined  by  the  Endangered  Species 
Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 

SPLIT  ESTATE:  The  surface  estate  and  the  min- 
eral estate  of  a  parcel  of  land  are  in  different 
ownership. 

STATE  HISTORIC  PRESERVATION  OFFICER: 
The  official  who  is  appointed  by  the  Governor 
to  be  responsible  for  administering  the  State 
Historic  Preservation  Program  pursuant  to 
Section  101(b)(1)  of  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act. 


STOCKING  RATE:  Number  of  animals  on  a  given 
area  of  land  at  any  time.  It  may  be  above, 
below  or  equal  to  the  proper  carrying  capac- 
ity and  may  be  expressed  as  animal-unit 
months  per  acre,  animal-unit  years  per  sec- 
tion or  acres  per  animal-unit  month  or  year. 

SUCCESSION,  PLANT:  Process  of  vegetational 
development  whereby  an  area  becomes  suc- 
cessively occupied  by  different  plant  commu- 
nities of  higher  ecological  order. 

SUPERGENE:  A  mineral  deposit  or  enrichment 
formed  near  the  surface,  commonly  by 
descending  solutions. 

SUSTAINED  YIELD:  The  achievement  and  main- 
tenance in  perpetuity  of  a  high  level  of  annual 
or  regular  periodic  output  of  the  various 
renewable  resources  of  the  public  lands  con- 
sistent with  multiple  use. 

SWITCHBACK(DEFERRED)GRAZING:  Thedis- 
continuance  of  livestock  grazing  on  an  area 
for  a  specified  period  of  time  during  the  grow- 
ing season  to  promote  plant  reproduction  or 
restoration  of  vigor  by  old  plants. 

TERRESTRIAL  HABITAT:  Habitat  pertaining  to 
the  land  as  distinct  from  the  water. 

THREATENED  SPECIES:  Any  plant  or  animal 
species  that  is  likely  to  become  an  endan- 
gered species  throughout  all  or  a  significant 
portion  of  its  range,  as  defined  by  the  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  under  the  authority 
of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973. 

TINAJA  (Spanish):  A  natural  water  catchment. 
Also  called  a  tank. 

TOPOGRAPHY:  The  exact  physical  features  and 
configuration  of  a  place  or  region;  the 
detailed  and  accurate  description  of  the  land- 
forms  of  a  place  or  region. 

TRADITIONAL  LIFEWAY  VALUE:  The  quality  of 
being  useful  in  or  important  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  a  specific  social  and/or  cultural 
group's  traditional  system  of  religious  belief, 
cultural  practice  or  social  interaction,  not 
closely  identified  with  specific  locations.  Tra- 
ditional lifeway  values  are  taken  into  account 
through  planning  and  environmental  assess- 
ment, and  may  be  subject  to  inventory,  eval- 
uation, administrative  protection  and  use. 

TRAIL:  A  track,  made  by  the  passage  of  a  vehicle, 
regularly  used  for  travel.  Desert  washes  are 
included  as  trails  except  where  washes  have 
been  specifically  closed  to  vehicle  operation. 

TRESPASS:  The  use  of  public  lands  without 
proper  authority,  resulting  either  from  a  will- 
ful or  negligent  act. 
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VEGETATION:  Plants  in  general  or  the  sum  total 
of  the  plant  life  above  and  below  ground  in 
an  area. 

VEGETATIVE  TYPE:  A  plant  community  domi- 
nated or  apparently  dominated  by  one  or 
more  species  which  give  it  a  characteristic 
appearance  or  aspect.  Examples  include 
sagebrush,  creosotebush,  mesquite,  short- 
grass,  tallgrass,  etc.  Usually  a  subdivision  of 
a  grazing  region. 

VEHICLE  WAY:  A  vehicle  route  established  and 
maintained  solely  by  the  passage  of  motor 
vehicles. 

VIEWSHED:  The  area  over  which  a  specific  proj- 
ect or  feature  is  visible. 

VISITOR  DAY:  See  Recreation  Visitor  Day. 

VISUAL  RESOURCE:  The  land,  water,  vegeta- 
tion and  animals  that  comprise  the  scenery 
of  an  area. 

VISUAL  RESOURCE  MANAGEMENT  (VRM): 
The  planning,  designating  and  implementing 
of  management  objectives  to  provide  accept- 
able levels  of  visual  impacts  for  all  BLM 
resource  management  activities. 

VISUAL  RESOURCE  MANAGEMENT  CLASSES: 
The  degree  of  acceptable  visual  change 
within  a  characteristic  landscape.  A  class  is 
based  upon  the  physical  and  sociological 
characteristics  of  any  given  homogeneous 
area  and  serves  as  a  management  objective. 

Class  I  areas  (preservation)  provide  for  natu- 
ral ecological  changes  only.  This  class 
includes  primitive  areas,  some  natural  areas, 
some  wild  and  scenic  rivers  and  other  similar 
sites  where  landscape  modification  activities 
should  be  restricted. 

Class  II  (retention  of  the  landscape  charac- 
ter) includes  areas  where  changes  in  any  of 
the  basic  elements  (form,  line,  color  or  tex- 
ture) caused  by  management  activity  should 
not  be  evident  in  the  characteristic  land- 
scape. 

Class  III  (partial  retention  of  the  landscape 
character)  includes  areas  where  changes  in 
the  basic  elements  (form,  line,  color  or  tex- 
ture) caused  by  management  activity  may  be 
evident  in  the  characteristic  landscape.  How- 
ever, the  changes  should  remain  subordinate 
to  the  visual  strength  of  the  existing  charac- 
ter. 

Class  IV  (modification  of  the  landscape  char- 
acter) includesareas  wherechanges  maysub- 
ordinate  the  original  composition  and  charac- 
ter; however,  they  should  reflect  what  could 


be  a  natural  occurrence  within  the  character- 
istic landscape. 

Class  V  (retention  or  enhancement  of  the 
landscape  character)  includes  areas  where 
change  is  needed.  This  class  applies  to  areas 
where  the  landscape  character  has  been  so 
disturbed  that  rehabilitation  is  needed  or 
where  the  quality  class  has  been  reduced 
because  of  unacceptable  intrusions.  It  should 
be  considered  an  interim  short-term  classifi- 
cation until  one  of  the  other  classes  can  be 
reached  through  rehabilitation  or  enhance- 
ment. 

VULNERABILITY:  The  condition  where  a 
resource  or  area  is  in  danger  of  extensive  deg- 
radation in  the  immediate  or  foreseeable 
future. 

YEARLONG  GRAZING:  Continuous  grazing  for 
a  12-month  period  or  for  a  calendar  year. 

WATER  QUALITY:  The  chemical,  physical  and 
biological  characteristics  of  water  with 
respect  to  its  suitability  for  a  particular  use. 

WATERSHED:  A  total  area  of  land  above  a  given 
point  on  a  waterway  that  contributes  runoff 
water  to  the  flow  at  that  point. 

WETLANDS:  Permanently  wet  or  intermittently 
flooded  areas  where  the  water  table  (fresh, 
saline  or  brackish)  is  at,  near  or  above  the  soil 
surface  for  extended  intervals,  where  hydric 
wet  soil  conditions  are  normally  exhibited 
and  where  water  depths  generally  do  not 
exceed  two  meters. 

WILDERNESS  AREA:  An  area  formally  desig- 
nated by  Congress  as  a  part  of  the  National 
Wilderness  Preservation  System. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS:  Identified 
by  Congress  in  the  1964  Wilderness  Act:  size, 
naturalness,  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  or  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type 
of  recreation  and  supplemental  values  such 
as  geological,  archaeological,  historical,  eco- 
logical, scenic  or  other  features.  It  is  required 
that  the  area  possess  at  least  5,000  acres  of 
contiguous  public  land  or  be  of  a  size  to  make 
practical  its  preservation  and  use  in  an  unim- 
paired condition;  be  substantially  natural  or 
generally  appear  to  have  been  affected  pri- 
marily by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  the  impair- 
ing of  man  being  substantially  unnoticeable; 
and  have  either  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  or  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type 
of  recreation.  Congress  stated  that  a  wilder- 
ness area  may  also  have  supplemental 
values,  which  include  ecological,  geological 
or  other  features  of  scientific,  educational, 
scenic  or  historical  value. 
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WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREA  (WSA):  A  parcel  of 
public  land  that  has  been  found  to  possess 
the  basic  wilderness  characteristics  identi- 
fied by  Congress  in  the  Wilderness  Act  of 
1964;  namely,  naturalness,  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  type  of  recreation,  size  of  at  least 
5,000  acres,  and  the  appearance  of  having 
been  affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of 
nature.  Supplemental  values  such  as  geolog- 
ical, archaeological,  historical,  ecological,  or 
scenic  features  also  may  be  present. 

WILDERNESS  VALUES:  The  wilderness  charac- 
teristics and  multiple  resource  benefits  of  an 
area. 


WINDOW:  Usually  short,  narrow  passageways 
through  constrained  areas  which  are  the 
most  feasible  potential  locations  for  linear 
facilities  such  as  powerlines  and  pipelines 
considering  engineering  and/or  environmen- 
tal factors. 

WITHDRAWAL:  An  action  that  restricts  the  use 
of  public  lands  and  segregates  the  lands  from 
the  operation  of  all  or  some  of  the  public  land 
or  mineral  laws. 
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